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TFederal control act of March 21, 1918; to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. NOLAN: Petitions and resolutions by the California
Redwood Association, of San Francisco, Cal, favoring Senate
bill 5020, to revive and restore to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission powers taken away or suspended by Federal control act
of March 21, 1918; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Algo, resolutions by the Federal Employees’ Union, No. 76,
Vallejo, Cal., favoring Government ownership of the railway
systems of the country ; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

By Mr. VARE: Resolutions of Philadelphia Maritime Ex-
change, favoring legislation relating to the validation of in-
formal war contracts; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
 Also, resolutions of the Trustees Fairmount Park Art Associa-
tion, Philadelphia, favoring completion of Government hous-
ing projects ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
~ Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania Manufacturers’ Associa-
tion of Philadelphia, favoring legislation relating to the valida-
tion of informal war contracts; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Froay, January 10, 1919.

. The House met at 11 o'clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D, D., offered the
following prayer: :

Our Father in heaven, lead us we pray Thee, by Thy spirit
through this day; that in thought, word, and deed we may
mmake dominant all that is purest, noblest, best in our being;
and thus reflect Thy glory round about us; after the similitude
of the Master. Amen.

. The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved. -
: MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend-
ment bills of the following titles:

‘H.R.T9. An act for the sale of
domain in Minnesota; and

H. R, 9865. An act to authorize the sale of certain lands to
school district No. 28 of Missoula County, Mont.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
joint resolution of the following title, in which the concur-
rence of the House of Representatives was requested :
© 8.J. Res. 208. Joint resolution providing that one term of
the United States district court for the eastern district of
Oklahoma shall be held annually at Hugo, Okla.

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed
to the amendments of the House of IRlepresentatives to the bill
(8. 3220) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to make
investigations, through the Bureau of Mines, of lignite coals
and peat, to determine the practicability of their utilization as
a fuel and in producting commercial products, Lad requested
a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HExDERsSON, Mr.
Warsu, and Mr. PoiNpEXTER as the conferees on the part of
the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had-passed the
following concurrent resolution, in which the concurrence of ithe
House of Representatives was requested :

Senate concurrent resolution 28,

Resolved, by the Benate (I;kc House of Reprecsentatives concurring),
That Sunday, the 9th day of February, 1919, be set aside as the day upon
which there shall be held a joint session of the Benate and the House of
Representatives for appropriate exercises in commemoration of the life,
character, and public service of the late Theodore Roosevelt, former
President of the United States, Vice Presldent of the United States,
and President of the Senate.

* That a joint committee, to consist of five Senators and seven MemLers
of the House of RRepresentatives, to be appointed by the Vice President
and the Sgen.ker of the House of Representatives, respectively, shall be
named, with full power to make all arran; ents and publish a sultable
program for the joint session of Congress herein author , and to issue
the invitations hereinafier mentioned.

That invitations shall be extended to the President of the United
States, the members of the Cabinet, the Chief Justice and Associate Jus-
tices of the Supreme Court of the United States, and such other invita-
tions shall be issued as to the saild committee shall seem best,

That all expenses incurred by the committee in the execution of the
Fro\'l.siuns of this resolution shall be pald, one-half from the contingent

und of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the House of
Representatives,

The message alzo announced that the Senate had passed with-
out anmendment bills of the following titles:
H. 1% 1423, An act for the relief of Alexander F. McCollam ;

isolated tracts of the public
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H. R. 8444. An act for the relief of Ira G, Kilpatriek and Guy
D. Dill; and

H. R. 12194. An act to provide for the award of medals of
honor, distinguished-service medals, and Navy crosses, and. for
other purposes. ] ;

The message also announced that the Vice President had ap-
pointed Mr. WeEks and Mr, HoLLis members of the Joint Sclect
Committee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in the act
of February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of March 2, 1895,
entitled “An act fo authorize and. provide for the disposition
of useless papers in the exeeutive departments,” for the dispos
sition of useless papers in the Treasury Department.

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFELRED,

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution of the
following title was taken from the Speaker's table and referrved
to its appropriate committee, as indicated below :

S. J. Res. 208, Joint resolution providing that one term of
the United States district court for the eastern judicial district
of Oklahoma shall be held annually at Hugo, Okla.; fo the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

MEMORIAL EXERCISES FOR THE LATE EX-PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of Senate concurrent resolution 28, which
has just come over, which I ask that the Clerk report.

. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, -

The Clerk read as follows:

. . Senate concurrent resolution 28.

Ltesolved by the Senaic (the House of Representatives concurring),
That Sunday, the Oth day of February, 1919, be set aside as the day
i?on which there shall be held a joint session of the Senate and the

ouse of Representatives for appropriate exercises in commemoration
of the life, character, and public service of the late Theodore Roosevelt,
former President of the United States, Vice President of the United
States, and President of the Senate.

That a joint committee, to consist of five Senators and seven Meém:-
bers of the Hounse of Representatives, to be appointed by the Viee Presi-
dent and the Speaker of the House of Representatives, respectively,
shall be named, with full power to make all arrangements and publish
a suitable program for the joint session of Congress herein authorized,
and to issue the invitations hereinafter mentioned.

That invitations shall be extended to the Preslient of the United
States, the members of the Cabinet. the Chief Justice and Associate Jus
tices of the Supreme Court of the Unitéd States, and such other invita-
tions shall be issued as to the said committee shall seem best.

That all expenses incurred by the committec In the execution of the
rovisions of this resolution shall be paid, one-half from the contingent
und of the Senate and onc-half from the contingent fund of the llouse

of Representatives.
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider-
ation of the resolution?

There was no objection. :

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolutic..

The resolution was agreed to.

The Chair announced the following committee: Mr. Krrcuin,
Mr. Caxtrir, Mr. Raxpacr, Mr. Carowern, Mr. Manw, Mr.
TEMPLE, and Mr. SCHALL. g

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask the Speaker to excuse
me from membership upon the committee and, if I may be per-
mitted, to suggest in my place the name of Mr. Georce W,
FamrcHILD, of New York.

: The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints Mr. Georce W, Fam-
cHILD in place of Mr. MANN,

MEMORIAL EXERCISES FOR THE LATE REPEESENTATIVE TALBOTT.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, Sunday, February 9, 1919, has here-
tofore been set aside for exercises in commemoration of the
late Representative Tarsorr, of Marylaud. By authority of two
gentlemen from Maryland—Mr. LintHIcuar, who had the day
set aside, and Mr. BExsox, who is the successor of AMr, Tatporr—
I ask unanimous consent that the order setting aside February
9 be changed to February 16, on which to hold the exercises
upon the life, character, and public services of Mr. TALBOTT.

The SPEAEKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the memorial services for the late Repre-
sentative Tarsort be changed from the 9th of February to the
16th of February. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. GRIEST., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp upon the river and harbor appro-
priation bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PAYMENT OF SOLDIE&S' ALLOTMENTS, ETC. .
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have here a letter from the

Secretary of War in reference to the payment of allotments,
which I think ought to be read to the House. I ask unanimous
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consent that the letter may be read,
thereto may also be read.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection.
The Clerk read as follows:

and also that my reply

3 WaRr DEPARTMENT,
Washington, January 6, 1919,
Hon. Jaumes R. Maxy,
House of Representatives.

My Dear Mn. MANN: My attention has been called to the statements
which have been recently made on the floor of the House conceml:g
the delay in making payment to the enlisted men of the Army a
of their allotments, and 1 feel that there Is some misunderstanding
in the matter which, in justice to the War Department, should be

clarified.
With ¢t to the matter of allotments, I wish to state that the
War Depar in cases where the allotments do

ent has jurisdiction on!{
not carry family allowances, and that those which do carry family
allowances come within Jurisdiction of, and are paid by, the Bureau
of War-Risk Insurance, Treasury Department.

Concerning the allotments which are payable by the War Depart-
ment, I wish to state that these payments are being made promptly
and that they are not in any way in arrears, There may be, and prob-
ably are, cases where there has been some delay due to inability to
locate the allottee, but these are few in number, and even in these
cases it Is hardly likely that any hardship has resulted, as these
allotments are not made for the benefit of familles. Allotments which
are made for the benefit of -families and which carry family allowances
are not pald by the War Department, but by the Bureau of War-Risk
Insurance of the Treasury Department. The War Department s co-
ngemﬂnf heart!;f with the Treasury Department in its efforts to solve
the intricate business imposed by the sudden assumption of this t
undertaking. I do not comment here .upon the work of the War-Risk
Insurance Bureau, becanse the committees of Congress have already
looked into it and have been made acquainted with the almost endless
detail which the Inaunguration of this new and helpful system of insur-
ance and payment entailed, and I refer to the subject only in order
that the line of division and responsibility may be made clear, and to
assure you that the War Department is in hearty cooperation with the
Treasury Department in its effort to solve the problem.

Concerning tht;x{:aa' of enlisted men, I believe that this matter can
best be understo by dividing the men into two classes—those who
remained in the United States and those who went overseas. With
reference to the men who remained in the United States, I wish to state
that during the past year the troops at the large camps and canton-
ments have been paid their monthly pay in full at an average of the
fifth day of the month. In many instances payment at these camps,
each contnl.nlug from 40,000 to 60,000 men, has been completed on
the last day of the month in which the pay accrued, and in a great
many cases !myment has been futlismnde on the first day of the suc-
ceeding month. In the early months of the war there was some delay
in the payment of the individual cases of men who were transferred
from their organizations, which was due to the system then In effect
of transmitting their service records. This situation was met and
overcome by the inauguration of an individual pay card which the
soldier earried in his ;l)ersonal possession, and upon which he could
be paid, even though his official service papers were not available at
his new station. mention this so as to show that the department
did not fall in Its duty to initiate new methods which were required to
meet the new conditions of service.

With respect to the troops overseas, payment has not been made as
promptly as has been the case of the men who remained in the United
States, and it is known that a great many of the sick and wounded
who are being returned from overseas, and of whom I shall speak
later in this letter, are several months in arrears in their pay. it is
to be borne In mind that from July to November of last year the over-
seas troops were actually in the ﬂfhtlng line, and I think that any
delag in their payment can properly be attributed to the conditions
of their service rather than to any lack of effort on the part of the
authorities of the American Expeditionary Forees. It requires no
streteh of imagination to realize the vast difference between payin,
troops which are in ecamps or cantonments and paying troops w{jc
are in actual action along a wide battle front and operating under condi-
tions of intensive offensive campalgn.

It is cases of sick and 1 men coming back to the United States
from the field of operations in France which have given rise to the
statement that there has been a serious and unwarranted delay in the
payment of troops, and when conslderation is given to the conditions
under which these men were operating in France it is not stran
that they should be returned to the United Btates in arrears in their
pay or without proper records showing the condition of their accounts
with respect to del and other items which enter into the computation
of their pay an owances. 2 ,

When these men reached the United States the department was con-
fronted with the problem of making payment to men who had no records
whatever showing the date to which they were last d, or the condl-
tion of their accounts with respect to allotments, insurance, or an
other items which enter into the coi:utatiun of pay. To meet this
situation the department made partial payments to these men: upon
their arrival at the ports of debarkation in the United States, and also
partial payments upon their arrival at the various hospitals to which
sent, anticipating that the necessary official records would be received
shortly after the arrival of the men so as to enable settlement of their
accounts in full. When it was ascertained that it would probably be
impossible to obtain these records frem France, instructions were 1ssued
on December 12, 1918, to take the personal affidavits of the men as to
the date to which they were last paid and the status of their accounts
with respect to their allotment and insurance and to pay them all the
arrears of pay due as shown by these afidavits. There is no sanction
of law for the actlon taken by the department, but the situation de-
manded that measures be adopted to effect payment in full to these sick
and wounded men, and the only way to accompllsh this was to take the
affidavits of the men themselves and accept these affidavits as establish-
ing the correct amounts due them.

The department has made a full and complete report to Congress of
its action in issning these instructiens to ve the men pald in fall
on their personal affidavits and has requested that legislation be enacted
which will sanction the steps so taken. v

Cordially, yours,

NewrTox D. Bagen,
Seerctary of War,

LYII—78

UNITED BTATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., January 9, 1919,
Hon. Newtox D. BAKER

Becretary of War, Washington, D. C.

DeEar Mi. SecuETARY Baken: I am in reeeipt of your favor of the
Gth instant, which I shall ask to have read in the House,

The inefliciency of the Bureaun of War Risk Insurance would be a
burlesque if it were not a tragedy.

Unless the many letters which come to me and other Members of
Congress misstate the facts, you are in error in believing that the allot-
ments payable by the War partment are being made romﬂtty and
are not in any way in arrears, Nor do I understand that the allot-
ments made by the soldler are not made for the benefit of families.
The allotment made by the soldier, as I understand, is made for the
benefit, usuallg. of somebody more or less dependent upon him even in
those cases where there is no family allowance by the Bureau of War
Risk Insurance. 5

I beg to say, also, that I am recelving many complaints from soldiers
that they are not receiving their pay and have not received it for many
months, in manr cases though in dire need of money, That there is
unwarranted delay in the payment of sick and wounded men comin
home is beyond guestion, unless the many =soldiers who write are al
lying about it, and 1 do not believe that. The. Government is utterly
ailing in its responsibility to the soldiers and to their dependents in
reg to pay and allowances. Excuses, of course, will be offered, but
what is needed Is attention to the business.

My malil is filled with complaints and I am informed the same is true
of other Members of Congress.

These are not the cnly complaints being made against the War De-
partment. While the Government i3 maintaining an expensive system
of officers under the Department of Labor to secure employment for dis-
charged soldiers, the soldiers in the service who have employment
awaiting them, and where they are needed, find it in many cases diffi-
cult or impossible to secure discharges, It is, I think, just a pure lack
of proper attention or proper consideration and humane concern.

nother matter to which I call your atteption is the refusal of the
War Department to cbtain information concerning soldiers who are re-
ported wounded and referring them to the American Red Cross., If a
soldier under the War Department has been wounded abroad and is in
a hospital of the United States abroad, surely the War Department
ought to obtaln information and give it to relatives here instead of
advising relatives to communicate with the Red Cross. Suoch action
on the part of the War Department seems to indicate an absolute in-
sensibility to humane feeling. i :
_ Just as an illustration of the very many letters which are being re-
ceived by me and others at the Capitol relnting to the payment of sole
diers in hospitals, I inclose you one letter from Sergt. John J. McAvoy,
Company A, One hundred and twenty-seventh United States Infantry,
Thirty-second Division, General Hospital 28, Fort Sheridan, IlL., thoug
I confess I fear to send such letiers to the War Department for fear it
will result injuriously to the soldier. Of course, a part of his letter re-
fers to the failure of the War Risk Insurance Bureau; but how can you
reconcile your apparent complacent satisfaction with the pay depart-
ment of the Army with the statements in this letter, if they be true?
Yours, very respectfully,
James R. Maxw,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE—TUNNEL UNDER HUDSON RIVER.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that ref-
erence of the bill H. R. 12588, introduced by the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. Eacan] to provide for the construction
of a tunnel under the Hudson River between the States of New.
York and New Jersey, which has been referred to the Commit-
tee on Rivers and Harbors, be rereferred to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection. :

PURCHASE OF BONDS BY SOLDIERS,

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for one minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There wias no objection. j

Mr. LITTLE. : Mr. Speaker, I am glad to see from the read-
ing of the reply of the letter from the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MANN] to the letter of the Secretary of War that it is
quite evident that the gentleman from Illinois has fully re-
covered his health. [Laughter.] Along that line there is one
other suggestion that I desire to make. A new trouble has
arisen, and I do not know that anyone else seems to have
heard of it. I am getting quite a number of letters from
soldiers who have paid for their liberty bonds but who ecan
not get them. It appears that they have made an arrangement
by which the money would be taken out of their pay and sent
to the Federal Reserve Bank at New York City, the bonds to
be then sent to the place designated by the soldier when paid
for. They do not get the bond. The soldier writes to me, and
then I write to the bank, and find that the matter has passed
out of their hands, I do not know how, to the Department of
Allotments or to some of their branches. They write back
something about the bank, and they have no definite informa-
tion about the matter. I write back rather briskly, and T get
this answer, that they are now waiting for a report from the
company commander as to whether or not the soldier has paid
for the bonds or not. The bank that got that money and the
department that got it knows whether the bond has been paid
for. The paymaster’s office knows whether it has been paid
for, whether the soldier got the pay, or whether it was re-
served from his pay. The idea of sending off to France to ask




1218

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 10,

some company commander who may have died in battle, or
whose whole company may have died in battle, is absurd and
ridiculous. If they have arranged it so that they have to de-
pend upon the company commander to determine whether or
not the soldier has paid for his bond, the whole thing has gone
to pieces, because every record might be lost in 10 minutes on
the battle field and never recovered. I hope somebody may
take this in hand and get as much interest in it as I have, so
that we may see to it that these soldiers who have paid for
their bonds get them and without any delay. [Applause.]
RIVER ANXD HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. SMALL. Mpr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R.
13462, the river and harbor appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the river and harbor bill, with Mr. Boorer
in the chair temporarily, in the absence of the permanent Chair-
man, Mr. Byrxes of Tennessee,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Commiitee of the Whole
House on the state of the Unlon for the further consideration
of the bill H. R. 13462, the river and harbor bill, which the
Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 13462) mahnﬁnappm
repalr, preservation of cert
and far other purposes.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, at this point I believe it is
proper to introduce amendments, because the first paragraph in
the bill has been read. Am I right?

The CHAIRMAN. That is right.

AMr. FREAR. I wish to offer an amendment at this time—
in fact, four amendments—which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered lls Mr. Pm-:m At the emd of page 1 insert the
tel.lowins after the wo named," in line 9:

Provided, That no contract for mu'k berein appropriated for
shall be enfered into un!esn the Presldent eor the Secretary of War
shall first declare that i liate o :'-l or other public necessity
exists for the prosecution of such work and for the use of such project
at this time."”

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, we have made conditions on
many projects that have been placed in this bill. Some of them
relate to contributions by the locality, others to the performance
of conditions. Frequently we have provided that a project shall
not be advanced until the Secretary of War is satisfied as to cer-
tain eonditions. I have gone a step further, and it seems to me
at this time of all times it is very important that we should
know there is a commercial necessity existing or something
imperative that requires the insertlon of 70 new projects in
this bill and a large increase of appropriations placed in the
bill after the engineers make the first recommendation to the
committee. And in order that that may be passed upon with
some degree of judgment by those who are pot interested in the
project themselves but who understand the condition of the
Public Treasury at this time, I believe this amendment of all
amendments should be passed. Now, what does it provide?
That no new contract for work herein appropriated for shall
be entered into unless the President or the Secretary of War
shall first declare that immediate commercial or other publie
necessity exists for the prosecution of such work and for the
use of such project. The Army engineers have net said these
70 projects should be advanced at this time. No one except the
committee has placed them there, and I ask if the House is going
to permit the committee to say that these 70 projects are im-
portant, that these additions which have been made to the
various projects—sometimes $2,000,000 in amount—are impor-
tant and of immediate necessity?

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr. FREAR. Noj not just this moment; I will later. We
have the position conl'rontlng us, amd With that pesition eon-
fronting us and with the fact that we are going to sell publie
bonds to raise money for the improvement and to levy a direet
tax I submit, Mr, Chairman, of all times that the President of
the United States and the Secretary of War ought to be per-
mitted to pass upon the question, that it ought not te be taken
out from their authority, and that this House, without any
knowledge of the importance of these projeects, should determine
if they should be a tax upon the Treasury. I now yield te the
gentleman.

AMr. DUPRE. I was going to ask the genfleman if every
project in this bill has net been heretofore recommended by the
Secretary ?

riations for the construction,
public works on rivers and harbors,

Mr. FREAR. That is not the point. The point is the imme-
diate necessity after they have recommended. Yes; the Trinity
River was recommended, the Missouri River was recommended.
any number of w ortmcss projects, and some of them have been
abandoned. However, that is not the point. The point is the
question of immediate necessity. You ought not to be afraid to
lt;a‘\\e it to the President of the United States or to the Secretary
0 ar.

Mr. DUPRE. My first inquiry was to be followed by this one,
if 1 may make it of the gentleman: Does the gentleman think
it is the function of the Secretary of War or the President of
the United States to appropriate money, or is it the duty of the
Congress to do so in its wisdom if it sees fit?

Mr. FREAR. I believe that this House—that we, as the Com-
mittee of the Whole House here—are derelict in our duty if we
pass this bill in its present form, without the eondition put there
that the Secretary of War, in certain conditions, may deter-
mine whether or not it is proper and timely to make the Improve-

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa.
question?

Mr. FREAR. I do.

AMr. KENNEDY of Iowa.  Does not the gentleman know that
if we impose that condition that the President or the Secretary
of War will send this matter to the engineers in order to get an
expert report?

Mr. FREAR, Conceded. Now, the engineers themselves have
not asked for these T0 new projeets, not one of them. That is
the point I make—the engineers themselves have not submitted
these, The Chief of Engineers, whatever may be his disposition,
determines these guestions. Then we have got the responsibility
fixed that this is an immediate commercial necessity in his
judgment, and we ean hold him te that responsibility.

Mr. CALDWELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. I will

Mr. CALDWELL. Was the gentleman in the Hall when the,
President delivered his message at the opening of Congress?

Mr. FREAR. I have been in the Hall when the President (le-
livered many messages.

Mr. CALDWELL. At the opening of the Congress?

Mr. FREAR. Yes. Go on and ask the question.

Mr. CALDWELL. Dees not the gentleman remember the
President said——

Mr. FREAR. I do not care to answer guestions of that kind.
I believe if the President of the United States or the Secretary
of War, if they are willing to pass upon it, we have got some-
thing to go upon, but to-day we have not.

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. I will

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman is a member of the Come-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and has the testimony before him,
of ecourse, as to the relative merits of the projects suggested.

Afr. FREAR. There was no testimony. That is the point;
there was no testimony before the committee outside the engi-
neers’ reports, and some of them were back five years and more
ago.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FREAR. I ask for five minutes more. I may not take
more than a moment,

Mr. TREADWAY.
tien?

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman pro-
ceeding for five minutes?” [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none, =

Mr. TREADWAY. Has not the gentleman sufflicient confi-
dence in his colleagues on the Rivers and Harbors Committee
to allow them to pass on the merits of the various projects they
recommend ?

Mr. FREAR. I will say, in answer to that, that the distine
guished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] who
questions me was one of those who led one of the recent fights
on this very bill two years ago, and for the very reason he did
not have confidence in a majority of his colleagues.

Mr. TREADWAY. If I may be allowed to interrupt the gen=
tleman in his time, I will say that that was not the reason.

Mr. FREAR. Then let me say this, that the gentleman from
Afassachusetts at that time presented a statement, with which
1 was agreed, that there was a balance of over $30,000,000 i
the hands of the Chief of Engineers, which was sufficient for all
purposes. At this time $45,000,000 is in the hands of the Army
engineers, and you are adding 70 new projects to this bill and
you are increasing by several million dollars—yes, a good many
million dollars—some of the old projects. Over $15,000,000, as

1 ments.

Will the gentleman yield for a

May I ask the gentleman one other ques-

nearly as ean be estimated, in all, is the amount that has been
They

added since the engineers first reported to the committee.
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reported upon a war basis, Is there anything that can be ob-
jectionable to gentlemen on the other side that the President or
Secretary of War shall be permitted to pass upon this? If you
have an immediate project you want put in without examina-
tion, yes. Why not be willing to leave it to the Executive? I
certainly am, because I believe you fix responsibility and deter-
mine then the importance of the particular project.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania and Mr. DEMPSEY rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Moorg] is recognized. '

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentle-
man from Wisconsin if he is not a member of the Rivers and
Harbors Committee, and has not been for several years?

Mr. FREAR. I believe the gentleman is quite familiar with
the fact that I have been. We have had a good many contro-
versies on the floor and do not always agree on the subject in
controversy.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is true, but the gentle-
man has been or is a distinguished member of the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

Mr. FREAR. With the exception of the adjective, I uccept
the correction.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
it is well bestowed.

May I ask the gentieman further if he presented the amend-
ment he now presents to the Committee of the Whole to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors? :

Mr. FREAR. No; but I did this: I asked when the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors met that the Chief of Engineers or his
representatives should come before the committee, and that a
stenographer should be there to take the proceedings, both of
which requests were refused.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. May I ask the gentleman if
he was a faithful attendant on all the meetings of the committee
held on this bill?

Mr. FREAR. I have been as faithful as the average member.

Mr., MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman did not attend
all the meetings?

Mr. FREAR. Oh, no. I was in attendance here on some very
important meetings,” where I had the encouragement of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania who is now addressing us.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That may be true.

Mr. FREAR. And certainly I could not be in two places at
the same time.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There are some things that
the gentleman from Wisconsin does that the * gentleman from
Pennsylvania " approves.

Mr. FREAR. I appreciate it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. “The gentleman from.Penn-
sylvania ” was inquiring whether, in view of the fact that the
gentleman from Wisconsin has started his fight against the
River and Harbors bill this morning on the basis of the amend-
ment that he now proposes, which would tend to revolutionize
the entire system:, he had presented this in good faith to the
membership of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, of which
he is a member?

Mr. FREAR. If the gentleman wants a reply to that, I will
say that for four years I presented almost this identical amend-
ment at the beginning of the discussion on this floor. It is not
a new amendment. Every member of the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors who has followed the discussion knows that it has
been offered by other Members here on the floor, including the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TrEapway]l, who spoke
a moment ago. It is my recollection that he introduced it and
asked that the President and Secretary ot War De permitted
to do what my amendment asks.

‘Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania., Would it not have been the
regular order for the gentleman to have presented his amend-
ment to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, so that it might
have been discussed by that committee before it came here?

Mr. FREAR. It seems that a member of the committee would
have a right to raise that objection, but the gentleman who has
spoken, and who has many important projects in this bill, has
not the right to take to task any member of the committee, who
has a right to do his duty here or elsewhere.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will say to the gentleman
that if I had a very important proposition to lay before the
House and country, as the gentleman has, because his is a
country-wide proposition, I would lay it before the committee
of which I was a member and fight it out there; and if it was
defeated there, then, giving notice to my colleagues on the com-
mittee, I would bring it into the House,

Ihllt;;* GALLAGHER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.

I placed the adjective, because

I will.

Mr. GALLAGHER. ' Do you think it would have made any
difference in the results of the committee deliberations if the
gentleman from Wisconsin had presented it to the committee?

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. - It might not if all the mem-
bers of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors agreed with the
gentleman from Illinois who just asked the guestion and the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Frear], with whom he agrees;
of course not.

Mr. GALLAGHER. It might make some difference if it was
offered to the committee. 3

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If those two gentlemen were
unalterably opposed to river and harbor improvements—and I
would not say in favor of railroad domination of the country—
then it might be we could never get the question I am raising
before the House unless some gentleman outside of the com-
mittee ventured to do what I am doing now—ecall the attention
of the larger body to the fact that when a member of the com-
mittee had a chance to present his amendment to his own com-
mittee he did not do it, but brings it suddenly on the full
membership of the House when the members of his committee
did not have full notice.

Now, I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. ]

Mr. BANKHEAD. I do not know whether I correcily under-
stood the gentleman from Wisconsin or not, but I gathered the
inference from his remarks that there were some of these new
projects incorporated in this bill that did not have the specific
recommendation or indorsement of the Board of Engineers. Is
that true?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania,
committee, I can not answer that.

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman is mistaken.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Let me say this to the gentle-
man from Alabama, however : That the time has come for new
projects to go into this bill. The people of this country, this
United States, have been waiting since the war began for im-
provements in their own country. They have been making vast
appropriations and great sacrifices to help the people of other .
countries. They have been aiding canals elsewhere. Their
money has gone to the construction of railroads in France while
they have been suffering in the United States for lack of decent

I am not a member of the

‘and sufficient transportation facilities.

The CHAIRMAN,.
vania has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that I may proceed for five minutes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I would like to interrupt the gentleman
with a question.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvan
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes more.
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Understand, I am not in opposition to the
bill.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
not.

Mr. BANKHEAD. But it hns been my impression heretofore
that it was impossible to procure the insertion of any item
in the river and harbor bill without the backing of the Board
of Engineers. That has been the policy, as I understand.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I understand that has been
so; otherwise there would be fair ground for the criticism of
the gentleman from Wisconsin,

Mr. KENNEDY of Iown. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield right there? 3

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I want to say to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania and to the gentleman from Alabama that
there is not a project incorporated in this bill but has the in-
dorsement of the Board of Engineers.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think for myself that there ought to be
some which have not got the indorsement of the Board of Engi-
neers.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If that statement were agreed
to, it would be up to the gentleman from Wisconsin to chal-
lenge it. He is a member of the committee.

Mr. FREAR. I have specifically admitted it, and the gen-

The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-

asks
s there

I understand the gentleman is

‘tleman knows if.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the gentleman from Wis-
consin stands in direct opposition to the Army engineers.

Mr. FREAR. They have abandoned some of the projects they
urged years ago.

Mr., MOORE of Pennsylvania.
projects in this bill?

Are any of those abandoned
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Alr, FRREAR.
But that is inunaterial.
own jundginent,

Mr, MOORE of Pennsyivania. I speak of the gentleman from
Wisconsin as in Zeneral opposition to the bill and in general
opposition to the War Department, and he does it in a broad,
general way apart from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,
of which he is a member, where, if he had attended regularly
ihe meetings of that committee, he might present his oppositiow.

Alr. FREAR. I presume I have attended the meetings of the
committee as regularly as the average Member, and as regularly
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania has attended the meetings
of the committee to which he belongs. But I have not discussed
or eriticized the War Department any more severely than has
ithe gentleman who has just spoken, and that within the last
two or three days, and I believe that is his province and his
duty.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have done that in regard to
the failure of the War Department to pay soldiers’ allotments
and allowances and to make discharges, and I will continue to do
so as long as it appears that our public officials are not making
prompt settlement with our soldiers and their dependents.

But that has nothing to do with this, I am in favor of con-
struetion and reconsiruction within the United States. I was
just pointing out that we have made liberal appropriations and
allowances, and have undergone vast sacrifices and imposed
heavy taxation upon our people for reconstruction in other
climes than our own; and during all this time, when we have
been sapping the business life blood of our Nation and the phys-
ical life blood of our men and women for the benefit of other
peoples, our new river works have remained idle, have stood
still. We have failed to make appropriations for onrselves.
We have fallen behind in the matter of our commercial relations
with foreign nations. We have not brought ourselves up to
date in the vital matter of travsportation, and we have per-
mited ourselves to go almost exclusively into the hands of those

_eontrolling existing transportation methods without giving our-
selves the benefit of a competitive means of transportation.

Now, this bill proposes to reconstruct—to construct and recon-
struct—the ~vaterways of the United States in order that this
infernal railroad inadequacy and congestion may be relieved.
[Applause.] And the gentleman from Wisconsin, who opposes
this bill in toto, and who seems opposed to the principle of water-
way improvements, who rejects the recommendations of the
United States Army Engineers who are endeavoring to give us
a competitive transportation system in this country, stands to
hamstring the business people of the United States, to compel
them to pay the highest possible freight rates, to compel them,
when there is plenty In certain parts of the land, to pay the high-
est prices in other sections where they can not get food supplies,
and to hold back and throttle forever the opportunity that the
people generally demand.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has again expired.

Mr. DEMPSEY rose,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized.

AMr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, pending the gentleman’s re-
marks, may I ask unanimous consent that all debate on this
amendment close in five minutes? ]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that all debate on.this amendment close in
five minutes. Is there objection? :

There was no objection.

Alr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. FrReAr] advocates the abdicating by Con-
cress of its function of legislating as to all new projects included
in this bill. The proposition is not a new one. It was pre-
sented last year by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
TrEADWAY], who urged it because we were in the midst of war,
with war facing us with all of its difficulties. But this House,
none the less, decided to hold the legislative part intact and
firm in its own hands; and to-day the gentleman from Wis-
consin again urges that we place the funetion which belongs to us
in the hands of the President, that we abdicate and give to him
the right to legislate, regardless of the faet that we have con-
sidered deliberately and in the regular way the subjects as to
which he says we should hand over to the Executive our rights
and our functions,

And does he in nny way justify the abdicating by Congress
of its rightful function? Does he point to any unworthy project
in the bill? Does he give n bill of specifieations, and does he
turn to the items and say, * Here is an unworthy project " 7

Mr. FREAR, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

One is modified, It has not been abandoned.
I speak of that simply as regards their

Mr. DEMPSEY. Just a moment, and then I will, Does he
say, “ There are 70 new projects, and among those new projects
I specify that such and such projects are unworthy of being
improved " ? Oh, no. He makes a general indictment. He
does not turn fo any one item and show that that project should
not be improved. He says, generally, we should turn our back
upon progress. e should not in this great and growing coun-
try of ours, with all its need of increased transportation, have
any new projects, however worthy, unless after we have passed
the bill with deliberation and consideration the President says
we are right by specifically writing his approval of each new
project. That is the proposition in its nakedness, and that s
all there is to it. Now I yield to the gentleman and ask him
to speecify which one of these 70 projeets he criticizes, which
of them is wrong, which of them this Congress should not
approve? Or, I ask him the broad and general question, Is he
opposed to all improvements unless, after Congress has passed
the bill, the President invests himself with our funections and
relegislates in our behalf? Is that his proposition?

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman asks me a question, and he
makes a long and extended argument in regard to it. I will say
this in response, that when this country is facing a deficit of
$18,000,000,000 in the Treasury I do not feel that it is danger-
ous to submit to the President or to the Secretary of War the
question of the commercial necessity of these T0 new projects,
and I ask the gentleman to say which of these 70 new projects
he considers is of vital necessity at this time that he thinks the
President or the Secretary of War would not approve of ?

Mr. DEMPSEY. I will say in answer to the gentleman two
things. He asks me to specify a project, and I will give him one
as an illustration. I will point the gentleman across the coun-
try to Beverly Harbor, and I will tell him that if Beverly Har-
bor had been improved as we propose to improve it, New Eng-
land last winter, that great and prosperous part of the country,
which contributed as much as any other part of this Nation to
the waging of the war, would have been warmed; that its peo-
ple wonld not have suffered for lack of coal, because we would
have been able to furnish a way to distribute by water the coal
to those people who needed it.

Mr, FREAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DEMPSEY. Now, I will specify that as one of the in-
stances. And then, on the general proposition, I will say to the
gentleman that the Secretary of War has already approved of
each one of these projects, approved of it specifically after thor-
ough examination, and that approval was before this committee,
and was one of the things that influenced us; not all, because
we do not believe that we ought to be bound solely and wholly
by the judgment of the Secretary of War. We believe we are
sent here ourselves to legislate, and that we ought to give the
country the benefit of our own thought and consideration.

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Theiquestlon is on the amendment of the gentleman from Wis-
consin,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr, FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. FREAR : At the end of page 1 insert the fol-

lowing :

“ Provided, That prior to an nditure i
bill the Secretary of War Ehaﬂjl;:g:is%etcll' tln.og ?ﬂugecn?:n:{;tg?g:rs;‘giﬁ
gecure eatisfactory assurances that local Interests will provide sufficlent
areas of water front and suftable public water terminals adequate
for the traffic which 11 be open to the public on equal terms amd as
conditioned in-the upper Cumberland project contained in this bill.”

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, this subject has been discussed
not only in the committee but on the floor by the chairman of
the committee. We are all familiar with the fact that the Gov-
ernment heretofore has gone on in the case of the Ohio River
and has expended something like $39,000,000 without a single
water terminal. We are asked here to improve many different
waterways without public terminals; and if we are going to be
consistent we will make the same condition that we have made
in the case of the upper Cumberland and other waterways with-
out favor, and say, “ If this project is to be improved, you must
provide satisfactory terminals before the Government will put
its money into this project.”

Now, the Chair is well aware of this fact, and so is the com-
mittee, that after an amendment is offered different members
of the committee or Members of the House have the privilege,
particularly if they are interested in projects in this bill, of
assailing the Member who offers the amendment, and that there
is no chance to answer them. For instance, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorg], who just spoke, has more money se-
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cured for Philadelphia in this bill, and for its immediafe neigh-
borheod, than any gentleman—nearly one-quarter of the bilk
I do not question his interest, but I do say that when he says
I am opposed to the prineiple of waterway improvement he must
know that that statement is untrue. I have approved constantly
of the improvement of deserving waterways. Why, as the gen-
tleman himself said a day or two ago on this floor, we are tak-
ing the bloed from the peeple of this eountry. We certainly are,
We are facing a defieit of $18,000,000,000; Six and a half million
dollars are appropriated in this bill for the Delaware River and
-the waterways immediately surrounding Philndelphia when only
$900,000 were recommended by the engineers to the committee
in the first place, and $5,500,000 have been: added for the Dela-
ware River, for the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal, and for
the Schuylkill, When this is proposed, I ask that the Secretary
of War may tell the eountry of the immediate necessity for that
expenditure, because when we are taking the money out of the
blood of the people, as tlie gentleman from Pennsylvania well
says, it seems to me it is time for us to know the importance of
these expenditures.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania,

- Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I wish the gentleman’s state-
ment were truoe about the Delaware River and about the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania. I wish it were true that we were
getting so much as the gentleman indicates. I am giad to take
the gentleman on his own propesition as to whether the Delan-
ware River is worthy of improvement or not.

Mr. FREAR, That is not the question. The gquestion is that
the gentleman has just charged me with not being willing to
improve waterways, and the gentleman has secured $6,500,000
for projects around Philadelphia.

Mr. MOORE of Penunsylvanin. I challenge that.

Mr. FREAR. Let me enumerate them: Two and a half mil-
lion dolars for the Delaware River, $1,000,000 for the Sehuyl-
kill, right there at Philadelphia, and $3,000,000 for the Chesa-
peake & Delaware Canal, which the gentieman time after time
and year after year, and I am afraid successfully, has been
urging as a project which the United States Government should
take over.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The Chesapeake & Delaware
Canal is in the States of Delaware and Maryland.

Mr. FREAR. And Pennsylvania and Philadeiphia hold prac-
tically all the stocks and bonds that are invested in that eanal,
and the gentleman has been a wost ardent exponent and advo-
cate of that canal.

Mr. MOORRE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman admits that.

Mr. FREAR. Yes. I am pleased to yield to the gentleman,
whose eloquence could secure: almost anything. But let me say

this—

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin., We need these improvements
for national reasons.

Mr. FREAR. O, there is no project in the bill but what is
put in as a national propesition. Now, in regard to the state-
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Denxesey], I made
a statement which was not repeated correctly. I said, Is there
a proposition which the gentleman knows of that the President
and Secretary of War would not approve? He says Beverly
Harbor—would not the Secretary of War approve it? That is
the only question, and I had no fear or question about it. The
House votes down the propositien. We required proper termi-
nals on some of these propositions, and why not on all of them?

The CHALLRMAN. The guestion is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Wisconsin,

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FREAR.. Mr. Chairman, I offer a third amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the end of page I Insert the following:

* Provided, That no contract for work hercinafter appropriated
shn]l be entered into until the city, ceunty, or State, or any other
agency, shall have deposited with the Secretary of War, in some bank
to be desiﬂntml by him, an equal amount for the sum herein appro-
priated, which sum shall be expended by the SBecretary of War in the
prosecution of said work.”

Mr. FREAR, Mr, Chairman, this is a question of contribu-
tion. It has been urged in this House and in the Senate on
various occasions. There ig no reason why, as suggested in the
amendment, Nawiliwili Harbor, Hawaii; the Sandusky port, on
Lake Erie; and many other different projects which I ean enu-
merate are required to contributz to the improvement, while
nine out of tem of the otlier projects do not contribute a dollar.
Why is this partiality shown? Let us, if we are going to give
them these sums, do as they do in European countries, say to the
localities that they must give a eertain amount to show their

enrnestness in regard to the improvements. Do not make the-

Government contribute at all. And if we are going to con-

3

tribute it all, let us say we will do so impartially. What right
have we to say to Nawiliwili Harbor that they shall contribute
$100,000 and make good terminals before a dollar will be ex=
pended by the Secretary of War? What right have we to do
that except that they have not a Delegate with a vote to cast?
Hé ean only speak on the floor. I know the islands give a great
deal more to the revenue of the Government than they have got
back. If we are going to be fair, just, and honest in this thing
with these various communities let us treat them all alike.
Let us have good faith on the part of the eommunity in that they
are willing to make some contribution, that they believe in the
improvement.

Mr. ROBBINS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes.

Mr. ROBBINS. Does the gentleman’s amendment apply to
new improvements?

Mr. FREAR. Yes; and necessarily so.

Mr. ROBBINS. If you take Pennsylvania, no county could
ciontrlbute anything to rivers and harbors under the constitu-
tion.

Mr. FREAR. The answer obviously to that is that I helieve in
changing the present system and adopting one so. that eommuni-
ties may eontribute. You could change the constitution of
Pennsylvania. Why should Pennsylvania get $6.500,000 in this
bill while Nawiliwili Harbor only gets a few thousand dollars
and is obliged to comtribute $100,000%

Mr. ROBBINS. That is no answer.

Mr. FREAR. It is an answer.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is because $21,000,000 per
anhuin comes in through Philadelphia and nothing comes in
through Nawiliwili.

Mr. FREAR. Oh, yes; IHHawaii contributes more to the
country than she gets out of it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am speaking of Govern-
ment revenue that comes in through the improvements.

Mr, FREAR. I am speaking of revenue that comes from
Hawaii, and I know they give far more to the Geovernment
than they ever receive. \

Mr. ROBBINS. Take the harbor of Erie, Pa.; we know
that it is necessary to improve it by reason of the damage to
the breakwater by a storm.

Mr. FREAR. Just as at Nawiliwili Harbor, which has a
breakwater, and we say to them, “ You must give $100,000 be-
fore the Government will contribute a dellar. You people
have not any vote on the floor, although you pay more taxes
than you receive back, but we make that as a prior condition.”
Why should we do that?

Mr. ROBBINS. Because Nawiliwili Harbor is a Territery.

Mr. FREAR, Yes; but they pay more money to the Gouvern-
ment than they get back.

Mr. ROBBINS., You ean not apply your rule to any State in
the Nation.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Why not make your rule work the other

way and abolish all contributions? You would reach the same
result logically.

Mr. FREAR. Let me say that mauy projects in this bill
would never appear here if the people were obliged to make
contributions. They will get all they ean from the Govern-
ment Treasury beenuse they have no responsibility on their
side. All they have to do is to eome and beg first of the Army
engineers and then put the thing through the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Wiseonsin.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment lwru

which I send te the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the end of page 1, Insert the following :

“Provided, That work on any new roject herein adopted shall not
be commenced until the Secreta “ﬂl‘ is satisfled that rallroad
connections have been made or wi be made within reasonable time to
make the project accessible to the communities whose commerce is
properly n:ﬂ:mhlry to such wnmrwnr, as provided in conditions for im-
provement of Nawillwill Harbor in this bill."”

Mr: FREAR. Mr. Chairman, that relates to the same general
proposition, excepting here in that case they require them to
establish railways to bring all of the traffic down to the harbor
of Nawiliwili. That is, the committee has done that in addi-
tion to thelr paying $100,000 into the Treasury before a dollar
will be expended upon the part of the Government. I did not
mean to say that there was no Delegate from the. Hawaiinn.
JIslands. There is, but he has not a voice in the determination,
of this bill; as we all know, he ean not vote. . We can tax)
Hawaii as we choose. We can give them whatever we choose
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and make whatever conditions we choose. They have no one
here who can tell on the floor what should be done who can vote,
That is the point I make. Here is a condition, and I do not
know that it is not a proper condition. I rather think it is,
but it shonld be generally imposed, if so, on all projects.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mpr, Chairman, the gentleman
from Wisconsin knows that the Delegate from Hawail has a
right to speak on the floor.

Mr. FREAR. Oh, yes; but he has not the right to vote.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know the gentleman wants
to do justice to the Delegate from Hawali, with whom he is on
very good terms.

Mr. FREAR. Oh, surely. We are all on good terms with
him, a very estimable man, and I do not think that project
should be singled out and such conditions made there unless
the condition is made on projects generally. The chairman
of the committee on the floor talked for half an hour almost on
that one subject of terminals, and let me say that he talked well,
and I think no one can fairly raise any objection to that proposi-
tion, that the Government should not make expenditures unless
there are terminals built by localities, and he was addressing
limself largely to the Ohio River. If the Ohio River ought to
have it—and we have spent $59,000,000 there with very little
result—and if the Missouri River ought to have it—and we
have spent $24,000,000 there with very little resulti—why not
make it general with all? That would seem to me the only fair
condition, and that is the reason that I have offered the amend-
went,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The amendment was rejected.

~ The Clerk read as follows:

Tenants Harbor, Me.: Completing improvement in accordance with

ihe report submitted in Rivers and Ilarbors Committee Document No.
12, 8ixty-second Congress, third session, $12,500.
- Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. The other day at the conclusion of his remarks the chair-
man of the committee made a statement which in substance
was that men who objected to this river and harbor bill were
not intellectually honest. That would include a large part of the
House membership, if true. I desire to present just a few brief
remarks in this connection, which I think may he of interest
at the outset of this bill. I oppose this 1919 river and harbor
bill, not from any personal or local injury, fancied or real, hut
because the bill is vicious and wasteful in character. I am not
acting alone as a Representative from Wisconsin in this opposi-
tion, but for taxpayers throughout the country, who are equally
concerned in its defeat.

Members of the committee in past years have poked fun at
all western waterway traffic. Let me say my own State repre-
sents more actual waterway traflic than that of any other mem-
ber of the committee, with one exception. Wisconsin stands
second in waterway commerce of all the States in the country.
Last year four of its harbors, taken from a dozen of its ports,
handled over 70,000,000 tons of waterway traffic, hauled on the
average over 800 miles. The total appropriations for these four
hdrbors reached $11,670,000 in the last 50 years. The greatest
river in the world, without a boat line upon it, also flows past
my district, a hopeless, deserted stream.

+ In general debate on this bill I was severely criticized by
Chairman Sararn of the committee, who hails from North Caro-
lina. I ask the House to judge between us as to our compara-
tive interests and intellectual honesty. On pages 8, 9, and 10
of this bill over $1,500,000 is carried for North Carolina rivers,
canals, and rivulets that were placed in the bill after the engi-
neers’ reports were first sent to the committee, according to
the committee memorandum book., This is more than ten times
nll amounts in this bill appropriated for Wisconsin's water-
ways, and yet all the actual North Carolina waterway traflic
(oes not reach one-hundredth part of that of Wisconsin. The
chairman of the River and Harbor Committee comes from North
Carolina. One river in North Carolina—the Cape Fear—with its
tributaries, has already received from the Government Treasury
for so-called improvements $7,730,168, or more than has been
given the second harbor in the world at Superior-Duluth: yet
thig river's commerce last year was less than 1 per cent of that
of this Wiseonsin harbor.

The bill before us ecarries $554,000 more for that one North
Carolina stream, or over five times as much is in the bill for
that river, as for all the Wisconsin projects put together. Again,
$1,000,000 more is earried in the bill for two insignificant North
Carolina waterways that do not handle in real commerce 5 per
cent of the waterway traflic of the little harbor of Ashland, in
my own State. North Carolina, the home of the chairman of
the committee, also gets six new projects in the bill, more than

any other State in the Nation; and with this astounding record
of having four feet in the hog trough, the chairman of the com-
mittee from that State seeks to distract attention from his many
appropriations by eriticizing me personally.

Returning to other waste contained in the bill, Wisconsin has
one harbor, Superior-Duluth, that has received from the Govern-
ment in the past about the same amounts as the Cumberland
River, and yet that Wisconsin harbor handled over five hundred
times the actual commerce of the Cumberland River last year and
shipped it ten times as far. In this bill the Cumberland River will
receive $340,000, in addition to $7,108,767, which will begin an-
other hopeless $4,500,000 canalization project on that river. Yet
I am criticized by the chairman for protesting against this in-
defensible waste of public money. Again, one of Wisconsin's five
lazgest harbors last year handled three thousand times as much
traffic as the hopeless Missouri River, which project was first
rejected by Col. Townsend. The Missouri River, in addition to
over $24,000,000 thus far received from the Government, gets
$400,000 more in this bill for a so-called commerce of less than
15,000 tons last year. Compared with this, about $100,000 is
given in this bill for all the Wisconsin harbors, that handled
over 70,000,000 tons last year. : ]

Yet I am criticized for exposing such colossal waste contained
in this bill. T could extend comparisons to many other old and
new wasteful projects in the bill, but I am content to place these
facts, taken from the 1918 engineers’ records, before the country,
and to say that with $45,000,000 balance on hand at this time for
waterway expenditures and $18,000,000,000 indebtedness con-
fronting the Nation, it is worse than foolhardy to finance such
miserable reckless waste through liberty-hond sales and burden-
some direct taxes. That is the issue, and no effort of the chair-
man of the committee or anyone else can sidetrack that issue.

Mr, SMALL. Mr, Chairman, I move fo strike out the last
word. I suppose a brief comment is in order. In reply to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear], I desire to say that
after the gentleman made almost an hour's speech upon this
bill, when the committee was considering it under general de-
bate, I used this language with reference to the gentleman and
his speech :

He says this “ wicked " bill is going to pass the House, carrying with
it the indictment that the membership of this House will support a bill
not in the public interest, involving a waste of the public money. It is
an unfair, unjust, unjustifiable criticism of the committee and of the
House. 1 make this ression immediately after the gentleman has
concluded. I do not make it unkindly ; but the gentleman has not made
a criticism of this river and harbor bill creditable to a man seeking
only the truth and desirous of dolnf only justice and fairness. I de
not Impute the slightest moral turpitude to the gentleman from Wis-
consin, I have studied the gentleman from Wisconsin, trying to ascer-
tain something about hls mental methods. The only way I can account
for them—Dbecause I do not impute the slightest lack of moral concep-
tion to his make-up—Iis that for some reason or other on river amd
harbor legislation the gentleman has great difficulty in being intel-
lectually honest. In all truth and fairness I commend that eriticism to
the gentleman, with the hope that in good time he will reform.

I made that statement extemporaneously, but deliberately,
I have had no oceasion to palliate it or withdraw it. I do not
think anything has occurred this morning which justifies any
withdrawal of the statement.

The gentleman says a good deal about North Carolina and
North Carolina projects. The gentleman intends, I presume,
to say that as chairman of the committee I took advantage of
my position to favor unworthy projects in North Carolina. If
there is a single member of the committee other than the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin who belleves it, I not only invite but
I urge him to say so. If there is a single Member of this House
who has the slightest idea that the gentleman’s imputation is
correct, I invite and urge him to say so. This is a great body.
This House makes up its mind about Members, It is not what
the gentleman from Wisconsin says, it is not what I may say
about myself. It is the verdict of the House that counts, and
the verdict of this House, based on my experience of 20 years,
is honest and just to every Member of the House. I am willing
to leave my reputation for fairness and integrity and for such
intelligence as I may possess to the membership of the House.
The gentleman from Wisconsin, whether he likes it or not, must
do likewise.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Boston Harbor, Mass. : For maintenance, £40,000.

- Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. The chairman of the committee has stated that this
is in no sense a personal controversy, aml I do not believe that
either of us will engage in that, because he is not built along
those lines, nor anr I. He says as chairman of the committee
that it is charged that he took advantage of his position, and
that is the criticism. Is there such a criticism? I have simply
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stated the facts. There are many things swhich T did not wish
to state until the gentleman impugned my intellectual honesty,
but I now say that his State, by a peculiar accident, let us say, |
gets more projects than any other State in the Union; that it
gets §1,500.000, that do not carry one one-hundredth part of the
commerce of my own State.

It was added after the engineers had reported, and the
chairman from North Carelina, passing upon the 70 projects, .
recommendled them to (he committee. Is not that so? Now,
with that situntion, can he challenge me with intellectual dis-
honesty when a proposition like that confronts the House?
Think of it! Take this proposition just passed. I do not
oppose it. T -do not intend to move to strike it out. The propo-
sition in regard to Tenants Harbor—why, it is for the benefit
of one boat, one single hoat. Read the engineer's report on
pase T

The chief reasun for the demand for increased depth in Tenants
Harbor is the need for g channel that ean be used at all stages of the
tide by the %ea boat which connects Tenants Ilarbor with Rockland
and Portland, Me,, and affords the customary means of transportation.
This vessel draws about 13 feet. The business of the steamboat above |
referred to which is operated by the Eastern Steamship Corporation, |
amounted during the calendar year 1011 to 1,339 tons of freight and .
1,000 to 1,200 passengers.

1 mm not going to move to strike it out, but at this time in the
history of the country, avith the condition of the Treasury as
ave know it, you ask that the item here ought not to be allowed.
1 am going to ask after a while what projects should be allowed
that are of imperative necessity. Are you going to permit six
projects of North Oarolina to go into the bill, the Newbegun,
Scuppernong, and other ereeks down there? 1 am afraid they
are 1o go in. But I <lo not propose to permit the chairman .or |
auyone else on this floor to question my intellectual honesty in
order to cover up such matters. I leave it to the House to de-
terivine who selected these new projects carrying a million and |
a half dollars for North Carelina when he presented the T0
projects which were adepted in this bill to the members of the
comniittee. |

The CHAIRMAN, Without ebjection, the pro forma smend-
ment will be considered as withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Gloneester, Deverly, Salem, Lymn, Plymouth, and Provincetown Har-
‘bors, Mystic, Malden. Weymouth Fore, and Weymouth Back Rivers, and |
Dorckester Pay and Neponset Riwver, g5, : Completing improvement of |
Weymouth Fore HRiver, $183.000: completing improvement of verly |
Harber in accordance with the report submitted in House Document No.
220, Bixty-third Congrees, first session, and subject to the conditions
set forth in said decament as modified in the rt printed in Hivers |
wnd Harbors Committee Document No. 8, Sixty-third Congress, second |
gersion, $61,500; in all, $244,500.

Mr. SMALL. DMr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the mmendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

& rl‘ng:e 2, line 11, strike out * completing " and substitute in lien thereof
ar.

Mr. SMALL. DMr. Chairman, this simply corrects a clerical
error. The appropriation does not complete it, and therefore
the word * for " should be substituted.

M. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield?

' Mr. SMALL, I will.

Mr. TREADWAY. As I recollect fhe item, this ameunt of
£0G1,500 is one-hnlf of the total appropriation reguired to com-
plete Beverly Harbor?

Mr. Yes,
It is §123,000, ¢f I remember rightly the

Mr. TREADWAY.
engineers’ estimate.

Mr. SMALL. I think the gentleman's recellection is carrect,

The questien was taken, and the amendment svas agreed to.

The Clerk read aas Tollows:

Pollock Rip Shedls, harbor of refuge at Nsutucket, New Bedford and
Fairhascn Harbors, Fall River Harbor, and Taonton River, Mass. : Con-
;ﬁﬂx&mpmwnt and for maintenance of Pellock Rip Channel,

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, T move to
strike out the 1ast word for the purpose of asking the chairman
a gquestion if the gentleman from North Carelina will yield for
that purpose.

Mr. BMALL. T will,

AMr. GREENE of Massachusetts. T wonld like to inguire with
reference to the intent of earrying out this project at Pollock
Rip Shoals, Harbor of Refuge at Nantucket, New Bedferd, and
so forth, continning improvement, and for maintenance of Pol-
Jock Rip Channel, $200,000. When does this sum of $200,000
become available and how is the money to be expended ?

Ar. SMALL. I will say the apprepriation becomes immedi-
ately availzhle upen the approval of the act, and fhis is a con-
tinuation of the improvement which has heretofore been carried

on at Pellock Rip Shoals, and I may say to the gentleman that

with swhich he is entirely familiar, that the result ef this mat-
termlms been most favorable and the channel has remained
stable.

Mr., GREENE of Massachusetts. I am very glad to hear the
chairman make this statement, because there was considerable
opposition at the time the improvement was begun there for
fear the same would not become permanent. But what I wanted
to asceriain was, as the probability is there will be little, if
any, expenditure in the Fall River Harbor, because the tide
is very strong in that harbor, and therefore the harbor will
naturally be provided for in the cleansing, and I was only in-
quiring what the expenditure would probably be in the ether
places, if estimated by the engineers, Does the gentleman
know?

Mr. SMALL.
the gentleman.

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. I asked as to the probalile
cexpenditure in the Harbor of Refuge, Nantucket, New Bedford.
and Fair Haven Harbors, Fall River Harbor, and Taunton
River, Mass. I presume the expenditure will be very small in
the piaces mentioned, 4

Mr, SMALL. Yes; there is no estimate of appropriation for
any of the places mentioned. The $200,000 is intended excihu-
sively for the continuing of the improvement at Pellock Rip
Shoals. ;

The CHAIRMAN, Without ebjection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

There was no ohjection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Connecticut River below Hartford, Conn.: For ‘maintenance, $15.000 3
for improvement in accordance with fthe report submitted in House

Document No., 132, Bixty-fifth Congress, dirst session, §75,000; in all,

§00,000.

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. Mr. Chalrman, T approve of this item included in
the bill, which is a new project, in accordance with the report
submitted by the Engineers in reference to the lower Connecti-
cut River. There are two sections of the Connecticut River,
=0 called, ns far as improvements are concerned, the lower sec-
tion being that from Iartford down and the upper section

There was so much confusion, I ecould not hear

| running from Hartford to Holyoke, Mass,, which is in my dis-

trict. For some time an effort has been made to improve navi-
fation in the so-called upper Connecticut River. A new survey
was authorized in the Sixty-second Congress and a report was
incorporated in House Document No. 417, Sixty-fourth Congress,
first session. The Chief of Engineers, Gen. Kingman, in that
report made distinct recommendations relative to the improve-
ment of the upper Counecticut River. His recommendation in
brief was: .

That the Government should iﬂpmpl‘iﬂlﬂ $1.870,000, with $65,000 for
annunl malntenance, and that ere should be constructed a lock and
dam nt Enfield under private interest, and that the total mse of
$3.950,000 should be met by the Governmment if this lock and dam was
?ot m%OTamc"M within a reasonable time by the private interest re-
er 3

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. T do.

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. That was the recemamendation, I
understand, of the distriet engineer, but it was net approved by
the division engineer, the Board of Engineers, the chief, that
part of it?

Mr. TREADWAY. This is a report, if this guotation is cor-
rect, of Gen. Kingman, Chief of Engineers, to the Secretary of
War, paragraph 3.

Mr. KEXNEDY of Towa. The gentleman does not mean to
say the Chief of Engineers approved of that recommendation?

Mr. TREADWAY. The Chief of Engineers, Gen. Kingman,
approved the statement I make, guoting from him, which ap-
pears in House Document No. 417, Sixty-fourth Congress. I
think the chinirman of the committee has the report before him
or on his desk, and will vouch for the correctness of my state-
ment.

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman has read correctly from the re-
port. Would the gentleman from Iowa eare to have the report
referred to to read?

Mr. TREADWAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, my particular inter-
est in the adoption of this report comes from the definition of
what may or may not be regarded as a reasonable fime., I
misunderstood that phraseology when 1 first read the report, but
was corrected by Gen, Taylor in a conversation with him in
reference to the subject matter. The “reasonable time ™ would
date from the time of the adoption of the project by the Federal
Government. So T submit that, in view of the dire need of the
improvement of the upper Connecticut River, we should adopt
the project and have that time underway to which he refers as
reasonabie, up to the time the Government should expend the
total sum of $3,500,000,
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Now, the upper Connecticut River project has been bhefore
Congress for many, many years, long before I was a Member
of this body. In the Sixty-second Congress the project at that
time, as favored by the Board of Engineers, became a part of
ihe river and harbor bill in the Senate. When the bill went
to conference the Senate amendment, including this project, was
not agreed to. So it never has become a law. The whole matter
hinges on the possible cooperation between private interests,

anxious to secure the development of water power, and the’

Government's desire to secure navigation. The interest of Con-
gress, of course, is solely that of navigation. The interest of
the people involved is both, one as necessary as the other. The
adoption of that project as a navigation project means 12 feet
of water from Hartford to Holyoke, passing through a most
Tertile section of the country, a very thickly populated section,
offering and having great industrial possibilities. There prob-
ably is no sectlon outside of thickly -metropolitan settled is-
tricts more industrially occupied and engaged than the par-
ticular reach within the Connecticut area. In addition, there
is the greatest need of hydroelecirie power.

The document to which I referred called attention to the
saving of one item of coal alone in transportation for the popu-
lation as then reported upon. There would be an annual saving
on the basis of coal consumption at the time this report was
‘made by Col. Abbot of from $200,000 to $300,000 annually. The
various kinds of freight available, both outgoing and incoming,
is almost unlimited. The millg of that immediate vieinity need
the raw material. They need to get their finished product to
the market. And it seems to me that we ought, as the repre-
=entative body of the people——

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.
¢ Mr. TREADWAY. May I have five minutes more?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks

unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.
" Mr. TREADWAY. We ought to begin the period, wherein the
Government may or may not cooperate, to secure this 12 feet
of navigable water in this reach of 84 miles from Hariford to
Holyoke, There is no question of the merit of the project.
The only question involved is this relationship between the de-
velopment for navigation and the development for power pur-
poses. I realize that that subject has been a mooted question
hefore Congress. This body has passed one bill, the Senate has
passed another, and there it has been hung up almost indefi-
nitely, certainly during the life of the last two Congresses, and
what the prospect may be of amendments to the so-called Adam-
son general dam aect, in a2 way that will permit of this dual
relationship, nobody knows. Therefore when there is =0 much
involved in the commercial welfare of a section as is based
solely on the navigation feature, as provided by this report, it
seems to me that we could do no more than to include this as
one of the projects well worthy of adoption by Congress.

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? :

; Mr. TREADWAY. Certainly.

! Mr. TILSON. It has not been the fault of the private indi-
viduals, cither, that this improvement has not taken place, I
would suggest to the gentleman, but the fault was with Congress
or with the Government in not permitting them to go on with
this improvement.

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman is absolutely correct. I
am glad he refreshed my mind on that point. At the time it
seemed probable that this project would be adopted in the
Sixty-second Congress a large private corporation stood ready
to undertake the private development to which the gentleman
from Connecticnt refers, and while, of course, we have no posi-
tive assurance that that cooperation could be secured to-day,
nevertheless it is fair to assume that it could be secured, be-
cause the possibility of the development of 80,000 or 40,000 horse-
power annually makes a satisfactory and desirable business
proposition, It is only falr to anyone who is asked to put
their personal money into such a project that the Government
show its good faith by first adopting the project. That is why
I am bringing the matter before the House to-day; not for its
immediate action, because I am willing to bow at the present
time in deference to the judgment of the committee that it should
not be included in this present bill.

I appeared before the commiitee, stated the case as best I
could, and am willing now to accept the judgment of the com-
mittee that the relationship between the two features, namely,
navigation and power, should take further form before this
project is adopted. But I do not think we should be asked to
wait indefinitely for general legislation. I personally do not
think that should apply to this particular preject. I realize
that the action of the committee was in their best judgment.
They did not, as I understand it, pass an adverse judgment on

the project, but asked for its further delay. Our people hope
that that period of further delay is soon to expire. We have
been very patient, have waited long and as patlenily as we
could, but if within a short period the judgment of the com-
mittee should be reversed it certainly would be very beneficial
io the sections which I in part have the honor of representing.

I think I have made all the statement in connection with' the
matter that I care to, other than to ask, Mr. Chairman, that I
may_ be allowed to extend my remarks and incorporate a memo-
randum that I left with the committee at the time of the com-
mittee hearing. :

House OF ' REPRESENTATIVES,
WasHINGTON, D. C., December 13, 1918,
Hon, Joux II. SMALL,
Chairmaen Commitiee on Rivers and Iarbors,
Housge of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Deanr Mi. SyALL: In compliance with your suggestion made when
I appeared before your committee on December the 11th advocating the
adoption of the Connectleut River improvement pru;ect. I am pleased
to submit the accompanying statement io the ¢ Ittee suppl ting
the testimony I then presented.

Sincerely, yours,

ArLEx T. TRRADWAY.

Statement furnished the Rivers and Harbors Committee by Representa-
tive ArLeNy T. TrEADWAY, of Massachnsetts, in support of the adop-
tion of the Connecticut River project between Hartford, Conn., anmd
Ilolyoke, Mass., in accordance with Document XNo. 417, Bixty-fourth
ongress, first session.

1. The subject of Connecticut River navigation has been 80 con-
tinuously before Congress that only the briefest review nced be made
of its history. In the Slxty-first Congress, second session, Document No.
818, the Becreiary of War transmitted a favorable report from the Chiet
of Engineers upon the project In cooperation with private enterprize
which wonld secure a development of power, Following this report, in
the Sixty-second Congress extended hearings were held before your com-
mittee ulmn a bill introduced by Representative GILLETT enrrying out
the detalls of the pro cooperation between the Government and
private interests. This bill was attached to the rivers and harbors
appropriation bill in the Senate, but was not agreed to In conference.
A new survey was then ordered, which resulted in the report contained
in Document No. 417, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session, already
referred to. It will thus be seen that the Connecticut River projec
has been the typical case of interrelation between governmental appro-
priation for navigatlon and private constructlon for power purposes.

2. The division officer at the time of the suryey in 1909 was then
Maj. Harry Taylor, now Gen. Taylor, of the Board of Engineers, to
whom I gladly refer you for any details,

3. Document No, 417, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session, trans-
mitted by the Secretary of War on December 13, 1915, distinetly recom-
mends the improvement of this stretch of the Connecticut River at a
total first cost to the Government of §1,5870,000 and $65,000 annually for
maintenance and operation, basing the estimate on the construction of
the Enfleld Lock and Dam by private interests. The district officer rec-
ommends that If private interests should not “in a reasonable time
construct this lock and dam that the United States should nndertake the
entire work and lease the power created. On this basis the cost to the
United States will be increased to $3,050,000.” Adoption of either
method by Congress would be ncceptah!le to all interested, I do not
need to make further quotations from the report, which is avallable to
your committee and which in all detalls is favorable to the adoption
of the project. L

4, At the time the report was submitted the population directly af-
fected was over 200,000, The saving in coal transportation alone woulid
have been from $200,000 to $300,000 per annum.
that 80,000 horsepower could be developed,

5. The need both of the transportation facilities through navigation
and the hydroelectric power that could be developed never was greater
than at the present time. sectlion to be served is growing In popu-
lation and the Iindustrial possibilitles would be limited omnly by: the
Power that could be developed and sold. A channel 12 feet in depth
rom Ilartford to Holyoke would accommodate barges using the a
Canal and the neighboring waterways from New York, relleving in a

he congested freight shipments so well recognized
at the present time.

0. At the last session of the present Congress a general bill passed
the House substantially in the form pr ted by the speclal committes
and would have permitted such a development as the one under con-
sideration. The Senate has previously passed a particular bill for
the Connecticut River, so it 1s submitted for your consideration ihat
the two branches have virtually gone on record in favor of the Con-
necticut River, but that no positive law has yet been adopted. As a result,
the citizens continue to pay unnecesgarily high freight rates, traffic is
congested, Industrial development is delayed, and the water power is
not only unavailable for commercial needs, but is absolutely wasted.
The Connectient River is a typlcal case of the combination of naviga-
tion and creation of power. therefore submit that an initial appro-
priation should be included in your present bill.

7. Should the committee favorably conmsider the adoption of the
project, it could readily incorporate such conditions as would place
the project In harmony with the intent of Congress in the effort to
pass the so-called Bims bill. I respectfully submit that the initial
appropriation should be made by Congress before it could be expected
that private Interest should construct the lock and dam. ™The friends
of Connecticut River navigation have waited patiently, but conditions
are now so acute that patience in this case does not seem longer to
be a virtne. We earnestly ask for inclusion of the project in the
present rivers and harbers bill,

8. Attention should be called to the fact that improvement of the
Connectient River above Hartford to lIol,YoIci', a distance of 84 miles,
would not only make that stretch available to a large amount of com-
merce but would increase the use of the river below Hartford to the
Sound by that amount of tonnage. The benefit can also be regarded
na relleving the freight conditions from the polnts of loading of the
tonnags for the upper Connecticut which would be New York, Perth
Amboy, Norfolk, or other ports. The improvement, therefore, would
not be affected solely on the stretch from Hartford to Holyoke.

It was computed
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|
9. I beg to again call attention of the committee to the specific |

hraseology of Gen. Kingman in his report, to be foumd on page 3,
ument No. 417. He recommends a channel 12 feet Jdeep at mean
low water, 100 feet wide, between Hartford and Holyoke, at an esti-
mated cost of $1,870,000 and $65,000 annually thereafter for mainte-
nance, He designates four conditions which must be complied with,
having to do with the lock and dam and terminal facilities, Under
condition A reference is made to construction of the lock and dam at
‘Enfield in accordance with plans approved by the Chlet of Engineers
and the Secretary of War “ under the general provision of law appli-
cable to such cases.”” 1 submit that the project should be adopted in
the present rivers and harbors blll with the initial appropriation, that a
reasonable time be given to any interested parties to lay before the
Hecretary of War such proposition as may be In accordance with stat-
utes, and that he, the -retary of War, can then pass upon the plans
in accordance with statutes and that he, the Secretary of War, can then
pags upon the plans in accordance with this condition * under the
general provision of law a‘i)pllmble to such cases,” L
1 would ask that the documents already referred to and my testl-
mony before the commiftee on December 11 be incorporated with this
statement as part of your records. *
Respectfully submitted, ~
ALLEx T. TREADWAY.
Wasmxerox, D. C., December 1}, 1918,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachuseits asks |

unanimous consent to extend and revise his remarks. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMALL, Mr. Chairman, T wish to supplement with a
brief statement what the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
TrEADWAY] has just said, not for the purpose of clarifying his
explanation of this project or of adding anything thereto, but
to draw the attention of the House to an inference respecting
this project.

This project invelves both navigation and the development
of water power. It is one of the most atteactive propositions
of its kind in the United States. As ihe genileman says,” it
traverses a section teeming with industrial plants, with a large
population, using very large quantities of coal and other raw
products, and produeing a large volume of finished products.
All of these require transportation, and there can be no doubt
that if this part of the river. between Hartford and Holyoke
were improved, commerce would follow.

As 1 sald, the development of water power is involved here,
and I think I may without impropriety state that the committee
were not unfavorable to this project, but after some hesitation
believed it ought to be posiponed until we had some general
water-power legislation, such as has been under consideration
for s0 many years in Congress, legislation which would attract
capital and protect the public.

This is simply another instance—and that is the main pur-
pose for which I rose o speak—showing the necessity of some
general legislation, in order that navigable improvements of
this kind involving water power may not be longer delayed,
against the public interest.

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, way I ask the genileman
it question?

Mr. SMALL. Certainly.

Mr. TREADWAY. I undersiood the gentleman to say that
lie considered that this particular project—or rather the com-
mittee did—I wish to inquire whether the committee thought
it should delay the adoption of this project until general legis-
lation is enacted? 3

Mr. SMALL. Yes.

Mr. TREADWAY. Is that the attitude of the committee, in
view of the recommendation of the engineer, Gen. Kingman,
that this particular project should be adopted, and that such
laws as now apply should be complied with by private interests?

Mr. SMALL. I probably should not have discussed in any
way the action of the committee, but I thought it fair to say
that there was no vital objection to the improvement itgelf, and
that the only reason for delay was the absence of any general
legislation.

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, T am glad to hear what the
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr., Syrarr] has stated. I
have made so many speeches on this question that I am not
going to take up the time of the House with one now. I began
to work for this project when not a Member who is now present
was a Member of the House. I hope the project will be adopted
when every Member who is now present will still be a Member
of the House. I feel, as the gentleman has sald, that the one
imperative and only necessity for the adoption of this project
and its completion, which will add both fo the industrial re-
sources of the district and to navigation, is the general water-
power legislation to which the gentleman referred, and I sin-
cerely trust that the gentleman and others associated with him
on the commitiee will hasten the passage of that legislation.

Mr. TILSON. In view of the very fair statement of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Saarr], I rise simply to call
the attention of the commiitee to the extreme modesty of the
people most vitally affected by this particular legislation,

As stated by the gentleman from North Carolina, this locality
| already has the commerce; there is no doubt about that; and
| ¥et, becanse there is a water-power proposition tied up with it,
{we are delaying the furnishing of navigation facilities.

In other parts of the country where there is only speculative
commerce, where there is only hope that it will follow the im-
provement in navigation, we have expended large sums for locks
and dams and for otherwise improving rivers and building canals.
Here we have the business already. There i€ no doubt about
the commerece that will use the improvement.

I wish to eall attention to and emphasize the fact that the
people in the Connecticut Valley have been unusually modest in
their demands. Private individuals representing the water
power at this point for 10 years, to my personal knowledge, have
been asking for legislation, either special or general, that would
permit them {o 20 on with the water-power development. They
have not been permitted by Congress to do so, and now the proj-
' ect that would make this great stream navigable, where the com-
| merce is, is still held up for lack of legislation, lack on our part,
on the Government's part, of legislation under which this im-
provement can be begun as a water-power project. I think I
am justified in rising to call attention to the modesty of the
demands of our good New England population.

Mr, TREADWAY. Mr. Chaivman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TILSON. Yes.

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman notes that the lower Con-
necticut is 1o be improved in this bill. The project we are now
speaking about is for the upper Connecticut. If that should be
adopted, would not the lower Connecticut, for which there is
an appropriation, be benefited by just that much commerce?

Mr. TILSON. Yes. The lower stretch of river that we
have already improved would be used very much more if all
the commerce of Holyoke, Chicopee, Springfield, and the other
Connecticut River towns. of that industrial region should have
facilities for water transportation.

The CHATRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Duck Island, Branford, New Haven, Milford, Bridgeport, Southport,
Norwalk, Five Mile River, Stamford, and Greenwich Harbors, West-
port Harbor and BSaugatuck River, breakwaters at New Haven, and
Housatonic River, Conn.: For maintenance, $23,000; for improvement
of Bridgeport Harbor in accordance with the report submitted in House
Document No. 898, Sixty-third Congress, second session, $111,300; for
improvement of Norwalk Harbor in accordance with the report sub-
mitted in House Document No. 1143, Bixty-third Congress, ' second
sesglon, $88,000: Provided, That no part of the latter amount shall be
expended until the Secretary of War shall have recelved satisfactory
assurances that local interests will construct such public wharfage
facilitles as, in his opinion, are required in the interest of commerce
completing improvement of Stamford Harbor in accordance with the
report submitted in House Document No. 1130, Sixty-third Congress,
second session, $183,000: Provided, That no expense shall be incurred
by the United States for acquiring any lands required for the purpose
of this lmprovement: Provided further, That ne t of the latter
amount shall be expended until the SBecretary of War shall have re-
celved satisfactory assurances that local interests will construct a suit.
able public wharf; completing improvement of Greenwlch Harbor in
accordance with the report submitted in Homse Document No. 289,
Sixty-third Congress, first session, $35,000 : in all, $440,300,

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I hesitate, after the few recent
remarks just made in passing, to question anything in New
England, but for fear I may be challenged later on with section-
alism when I oppose one or two other projects and explain them
in other parts of the country, I desire to refer incidentally to
two or three projects contained in this one paragraph.

Let me read in regard to Bridgeport from the 1918 report of
the Army engineers. This is not the project that is reported on
by the engineers for this improvement. This improvement is
not for the harbor. It is for Johnsons Creek and to reach up to
a boat yard away up at the edge and not on the main harbor.
Here is what the report of 1918 says, in volume 1:

No estimate is submitted for malntenance during the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1920, and it is expected that the completion of the above
work, if necessary before the above date, will furnish adequate chan-
nels for the accommodation of the commerce of the harbor.

And yet you are asked in this bill to appropriate $111,000 for
Bridgeport, Johnsons Boat Landing, away up the creek, that
carries several thousand tons.

Let me refer again to Stamford Harbor here. Let me show
what they say about Stamford Harbor. I am reading now from
page 225 of the Report of the Engineers for 1918, where they
reported faverably for the improvement. Here is what they say
of It:

No estimate is submitted for maintenance during the fiseal year end-
ing June 30, 1920, for the reason that the work to be done under the
above estimate, if accomplished before that date, will leave the im-
provement in such condition that no further maintenance will be neces-
sary during the fiscal year 1920,

There is no suggestion in this report but what, so far as pres-
ent needs are concerned, these improvements are able to accom-
modate all the commerce,
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Now, I have nmo objection to these projects any more than to
many others that are there, but I do say that the Army engl-
neers in 1918 determined that ne appropriation for maintenance
is necessary. They are not coming in and demanding these new
projects. When they say ‘they have enongh money for the com-
merce there in that stream, and that they have enough for the
maintenance for present needs, I say that you take it away
from the President and from the Secretary of War to pass upon
these things and you put it in the hands of the chairman of this
committee, who comes to the committee with 70 new projects,
and they adopt all that he recommends,

I say that is unfair at a time when we are facing a deficit
of $18,000,000,000, when you have got to raise the money for
these projects and others by the sale of liberty bonds and by a

direct income tax. At such a time I ean not see how any man.

ecan go to his constituents and justify this expenditure, in view
of the report of the engineers.

Awhile ago the gentleman from New York [Mr. Dempsey]
said, “ You have not given a bill of particulars.” He wanted me
to make an hour's argument here in two minutes. I can give
you project after project, and I ask you to answer if you can.
Explain the immediate necessity, if you feel that it exists, some
one, excepting those swhose districts will receive all the money
that is appropriated here for these different projects. New
York is interested in what is in this bill. New York has impor-
tant commerce, and I admit it; but in the substitute bill which
I propose to offer for $12,000,000, which is more than the
amount added here to the first report of the engineers, New
York and -everything else that has any real commerce is in-
cluded.

These new projects are generally not needed and not impor-
tant at this fime. These are the things on which I could com-
ment ; I could comment on the Norwalk project in the same way.
There nre three new projects here. Let me suggest in passing
that under this new system this committee embodies a number
of projects in one paragraph, and all the projects in one para-
graph, involving over $300,000, have got to be discussedl in five
minutes, if the committee members are technical, which I sup-
pose they will net be.

In the Engineer's Report for 1918 there is mo claim of imme-
diate necessity. No one contends that there is immediate neces-
sity for either of these projects, such as under present circum-
stances would justify this contribuntion out of the Federal
Treasury at this time.

Mr. SMALL and Mr. MERRITT rose.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina.

Mr. SMALL. I yield te the gentleman from Comnecticut [Mr.
MenerrT. ]

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Chairman, the report to asvhich the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] has allnded was made by
the engineers during war time, and at that time the committee
and everyone agreed that even necessary matters might wait,
The gentleman has not alluded to the necessity for the improve-
ment of these harbors in Connecticut. As he says, they are all
treated together. The reason why they are all treated together,
I take it, is that the same reason exists for the improvement of
all of them.

AMr. FREAR. Will the geutleman yleld for a correction?

Mr. MERRITT. T will; yes.

Mr., FREAR. The report which recommends these improve-
ments was made in 1913, The report from which I read is this
year's report of the Army engineers, which says that no money
is necessary at this time.

Mr. MERRITT. For the completion of these projects?

Mr. FREAR. For the present projects, or for the use of com-
meree in the harbor, as I read.

Mr. DEMPSEY. What the gentleman read stated that two
harbors out of five do not immediately need a maintenance
allowance, but that allowance may be needed during the year for
the five as a whole, and the amount is $23,000. That is the
report of the engineers.

Mr. MERRITT, I was especially addressing myself to what
I think the gentleman refers to, the new projects, amnd for the
information of the committee I should like to point out that all
these harbors are really a part of the great New York terminal.
It has been shown during the war that the railway facilities for
handling coal and merchandise into New England through the
port of New York are absolutely inadequate to meet the reguire-
ments of commerce, and the physical conditions render it im-
possible to make those railway facilities equal to those reguive-
ments, because all that commerce for New England has o
come over the New York & New Haven Railroad from New York.
That railroad is already overburdened with passenger traffic,
and the freight conditions must be amcliorated in order to heip
New England, Now, all these harbors necd deepening and

increasing, so that bulk freight coming into the harbor of New
York can be delivered into Connecticut and so distributed
through New England without burdening that small railroad
throat from New York.

That in brief is the necessity for this increase. A further
reason is that the schooners and barges which handle the com-
merce of New York are being made larger constantly, and
where a depth of 9 feet was sufficient a few years ago a depth
of 12 feet is necessary now. One member of the committee, whoe
is familiar with that branch, being interested in it, so stated
when I was before the committee, and that is the fact.

While this seems local, it helps ‘the national commerce by
relieving the port of New York, and by relieving the econnection
with the whole of New England through New York; angd there-
fore, while in the case of Bridgeport it refers to Johusons Creek,
that is none the less a part of the harbor of Bridgeport, becuuse
the requirements of that harbor and of the country in order to
meet the facilities of commerce have gone up by leaps aml
bounds, and this is not by any means a local preject, but on the
contrary is a New England project, and beyond that a nationnl
project, and therefore it is entitled to the support of this
House, [Applause.]

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, T would not consume the time
of the committee except to peint out as an illustration the
fallarious argument made by the gentleman from Wiscansin
against Stamford Harbor, and I invite the attention of the
committee to it. The gentleman read from the annual report
substantially to the effect that no recommendation or estimate
was submitted, and none was required. The gentleman should
know that that extract he read from the annual report re-
feired to existing prejects. The bill adopts a new project, and
the gentleman deliberately attempts to have the committee be-
Heve that the Chief of Engineers has recommended no appro-
priation for this new project when the committee have delib-
erately adopted this new project with an approprintion. The
annual reports of the Chief of Engineers (iscuss only existing
projects which have heretofore been adopted by Congress,

Now, the gentleman was either ignorant or he was not sin-
cere with the House, T have before we the Report of the Chief
of Engineers, House Document No. 1130, Sixty-third Congress,
submitted to Congress July 20, 1914, which contains an affirma-
tive and strong recommendation for this project, with an esti-
mate of an appropriation ef §183,000, the same amount carried
in the Dbill.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

East River, N. Y.: Continuing lmprovement, $4,000,000.

Mr, FREAR. Mr, Chairman, I rise to reply to the gentleman
from North Carolinga, who has six new projects in the biil, all
added after the bill was first agreed to, and who gets a million
dollars for his two canals that have practically no commerce,
He says the gentleman from Wisconsin is ignorant or insincere,
and I repeat that compliment to him, because he is unfair in
urging his own projects.

Let us see, I did not say that it was a question of mainte-
nance of the present projects, and to use his own discourteons
terms 1 say that he deliberately misrepresents my statement,
It was not in regard to the present projects, I said, E

How shrewdly he dedged the proposition of the first and how
quickly he got away from it.

Now, you can deepen a harbor to 35 feet if you want to, It
is not a mew project, it is not necessary for commeree, and you
can not get away from it.

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes,

Mr. DUPRE., Was the gentleman measuring his werds when
he said that the chairman of the committee had six new proj-
ects in the bill after it wus eompleted?

Mr. FREAR. After it was reported by the engineers the first
time, and the gentleman from Louisinna has five, almost as many,
and he is going te be a very active assistant, and I shall be glad
to have him Dbecause there is something else that I may want te
say in regard to that. The gentleman has five, and will make
a very good assistant to the chairman., i

Mr. DUPRE. I hope I shall in the discussion of the hill be-
fore the House,

Mr. FREAIL. Yes; and the gentleman at the head of a “na-
tionul " waterways orgnnization also comes from Louisiann, and
is n distinguished Member of another legislative body. The vice
president of another waterway organization comes from North
Caroling, and happens to be the chairman of the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors,

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn,
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Mr. MAGEE. Mr. Chairman, this improvement is of vital
interest to New York City and to the Nation. I want to do a
simple act of justice in connection with this improvement to
the Member from New York [Mr. DeEapsey], a member of the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

The Hon. Murray Hulbert, formerly a Member of this House,
jssued a statement in the form of a letter on December 23, 1918,
the signature of which is typewritten, but I assume there is no
question as to the authenticity of the communiecation. It con-
tains this statement:

The press, and especialiy the newspapers, have been very generous
in giving me full credit for the humble part I have had in these mat-
ters, but this reversal in the treatment of New York Harber could not
have been achieved without the splendid ' cooperation of Secretary
Danlels and Seeretary Redfield and the entire New York congressional
delegation, of whom Hon, WiLniaym B, CLEARY, my successor on the
Hiver and IHarbor Committee ; Mr. Riorpax, of New York; Mr. ManEm
of B;'ookl,v;n; and Mr. CALDWELL, of Queens, are deserving of specia
mention.

May I not suggest that a word of commendation for these gentlemen
is not only their just due but would doubtless spur them 1o greater
deeds for the future of the port.

The secretary to the commissioner writes as follows:

My Dear CoNGRESSMAX : The commissioner directs me to inclose you
herewith a copy of a letter this day sent to the varlous newspapers,
which is self-explanatory.

: Yours, very truly, W, 8. Prixce, v
! Recrctary to the Commissioner,

I do not speak in any spirit of eriticism, but it is only just to
other Members of the House that I call the attention of the
House to the amendment which was offered in connection with
this improvement. On April 9, 1018, at a time when Mr. Hul-
bert was not a Member of the House, because he had resigned
‘ng Member of the House on December 81, 1917, to accept a more
luerative position as commissioner of docks of New York City,
the gentleman from New York [Mr, DeEmpseY] introduced this
amendment :

Amendment offercd by Mr. DEMISEY : After the 1)
on page 2, line 24, add the following: “And the
hereby directed to prosecute the work of improvement, with a view to
secl:rrng a depth of 40 feet in the channel through East River and Hell
Gate as soon as practicable.”

I was present on that day in the House when this amendment
was under consideration. There were many Members in the
Jlouse from different States who took an active part in bringing
about the adoption of the amendment. Great credit Is due to
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEx] and to the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. Mizrer] and to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Siecer] and to other Members of the House.
The votes pertaining to the adoption of this amendment were
fairly close. Upon the motion of the distingnished chairman of
the committee that the committee rise, the vote, on division,
was ayes 49, noes 58, and the vote on appointment of tellers
was ayes 03, noes 5. The vote upon the amendment itself was
ayes G2, noes 51. I do not wish to detract any ecredit from
any person in reference to the institution of this great improve-
ment, but I do wish to give credit where credit is due, and my
observation and judgment is, and there is not any doubt in my
mind about it, and I do not think there is any doubt in the
minds of the Members of the House about it, that the adoption
of this amendment by the House upon that day was due to the
earnest and indefatigable efforts of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Dexmpsey], and I want to give him the eredit which
is his due. [Applause.]

Mr, CLEARY, Mr. Chairman, I want also to give Mr. DEMP-
sy great eredit for what he did that day. He did lead in this
matter, and we supported him. My name appears in the letter
which the gentleman from New York has just read. I might
say that my own modesty would never have suggested that it
appear there. I had nothing to do with it, and knew nothing
of it, but while I am on my feet perhaps I might say one word
for this bill. Before I do so, I wish again to state that Mr.
DeMPsEY is entitled to all credit the gentleman asked for. He
is a very fine gentleman, always in favor of these great im-
provements, and on that day he did lead the fight and we all
supported him.

As the New York matter is up it brings various things to my
mind. It brings the discussion of the New England coast, and
the matters in respect to Connecticut, and so0 on; and as a man
who has had experience in transportation matters for a life-
time, T might say (hat these projects are good; that they are

" necessary. The coal all does go up through New York from
South Amboy and Elizabethport and Weehawken and these other
New Jersey ports, through the terminals, through New York up
to New England, We have often carried coal a long distanve
up the Sound muech more cheaply than we did a short distance,
because in one place we could load our boats full, had 9 or 10
feet of water, while in such places as Stamford aml other
places we would perhaps only have 6 or T feet of water. We

res ** $2,200,000,”
cretary of War is

had to have so much money for the trip, so that the places that
had little water had to pay the excess freight, which, of course, -
is unfair and improper. That is one of the things that shows
the necessity and the justice of these river and harbor bills,
Wherever you see throughout the country great cities have
grown up through their commerce, you will find that they are
on the water. Take Chicago, New York, Philadelphia, Balti-
more, Boston—all of these great cities have grown up because
of water transportation. Everyone who has looked up the his-
tory of it remembers that the city of New York was third in
population and commerce when the Erie Canal was built, It
is historically interesting to note that it was George Washing-
ton himself who first suggested a great waterway connecting
the Lakes with the ocean down through the Hudson River by
way of the Mohawk Valley. I might say here a word or two in
regard to the great citizen who has just died. I remember ap-
peéaring before him when he was governor of our State on two
different occasions, urging improvement of this Erie Canal.
Gov. Roosevelt appointed a committee, the result of whose
labors was the improvement and enlargement of the Erie Canal.
And we should never lose sight of the fact that he is the same
Roosevelt who built the Panama Canal. Everybody recognizes
that, and that will go down in history perhaps as his greatest
achievement,

He was a great patriot; no one dare deny that. Yet he was
a great canal man, and he never hesitated in small things,
He wanted to improve them and make large things out of them.
So when we can mention such men as Washington, Clinton,
and Roosevelt as men who supported water transportation and
who dug out harbors and made the cities and the country great
because of its water transportation hefore it had rail transpor-
tation, then I think we should be liberal in all of these projects.
I would rather make a mistake on the wrong side—that is, I~
would rather be more liberal and give every American city a
good improvement in the way of harbor facilities in the rivers
and harbors of the country—than to neglect the water alto-
gether. Our business is here. This country is only very mea-
gerly developed as yet in reality. When we have developed all
of these rivers and harbors, built them up, the man who lives
100 years from now will not be able to realize how much has

| been done in his time, just as it is difticult for us as we look

back 100 years. Let us not be niggardly; let us go ahead, and
wherever there is a proper proposition, wherever there is a rea-
sonable opportunity to improve the rivers and harbors of the
country I want to see them improved, whether they be in
Florida, in Massachusetts, or in New York. [Applause.]

It is a great national matter. Of course, New York does not
need any talk from me. New York is recognized as the gate-
way of the Nation. Nobody will condemn the improvement of
the harbors there, not even men who hate water transporta-
tion. No one will put anything in the way of New York's im-
provements. All of the Nation uses New York, every section of
it, when you go abroad or when you come home, and all trans-
portation, east, west, north, or south. [Applause.]

Mr. DONOVAN. My, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I have a good deal the same attitude of the Irishman
who went to Paris. When he came home he was telling his
friend of his delightful trip, how lie enjoyed the sights and the
interchange of conversation with its people. His friend said to
him, * Why, what are you talking about? You do not talk
French, do you?” *“No,” he replied, “ I do not talk French,
but I had with me an interrupter.” [Laughter.] Like the
Irishman, I feel that I am an interrupter in these proceedings,
but at the same time I may in a small measure be an inter-
preter. I can not let the oceasion go by without subseribing -
to the sentiments of the gentleman from New York [Mr. MAGeE]
relative to the other gentleman from New York [Mr. DEMPSEY],
who in April last, when the rivers and harbors bill was under
consideration, succeeded in procuring by amendment authority
for a 40-foot Hell Gate channel. I think, however, that tribute is
alzo dué to another New York Member, Representative SarrH,
and I know Mr. DeMpseY will agree with me that it was largely
through their joint efforts that said authority for the great and
necessary New York Harbor improvement was consummated.

To my colleague, Mr, Maceg, I am pleased to state that before
this good day I have placed on record by written word fo the
mayor of the city of New York the substance of what he has
just so well stated of the great work of Mr. DeExmpsey. I believe
that I express the opinion of the entire New York City delega-
tion, ns well as that of his collengues throughout the State of
New York, who so ably assisted him, in paying a tribute of
gratitude for the masterful manner in which he made that ac-
complishment. [Applause.]

Mr. THOMAS F. SMITH. WIll the gentleman yield?

Mr. DONOVAN. I will
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Mr. THOMAS F, SMITH. When the gentleman refers to Rep-
resentative SaiTe the gentleman is referring to Representative
CHARLES B, SMITH?

Mr., DONOVAN. No; the gentleman is modest.
Representative THomas . Saata. [Applause.]

I need not urge upon the committee the neeessity and demand
for the improvement of New York Harbor which the bill under
consideration propeses. The port of New York, not only being
the largest in this country, but in the world, should have added
to its great natural advantages as a waterway and for the
handling of its immense tonnage all the mechanical and scien-
tific equipments that can be givemn.

The appropriation for the removal of Shell Reef, the dredg-
ing of Ambrose anil Anchorage Channels, and the improvement
of Newtown Creek will supply the needed improvements, Bet-
ter navigation, lessening of congestion, and incrense of com-
merce will then follow,

I would, in fact, be an intempter if T were to continue
Jonger to detain you with argonments, and therefore I will now
'conclude. [Applause,]

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

New York Harbor, N. Y.: For maintenance of entrance channels and
for- cnntlnuing imgmvemm‘t of Ambmse Channel, Craven Shoal Chaunnel,
and Anchorage Chammel, $300,000.

Mr. FREAR. NMr, Clmjrman, let me not detract by anything
I might say from the eulogies paid my friend Mr. DEMPSEY, a
member of the committee, or any other member of the committee
who can point to a very large amount or number of projects
which he has secured in this bill, or any of the gentlemen who
are outside of the committee who have been egually successful.
I will say this, that the genial gentleman from New York I3
entitled’ to credit, becnuse he certainly worked hard, but I can
not coneeive why the House of Representatives is paying com-

I refer to

pliments to this individual and that individual, however well-

deserved they are, for their energy in getting projects or get-
ting appropriations. Why, Mr. €hairman, it onght to depend
and depend entirely, as I assume it does in New York, on the
commercial necessity. Why, that ought to be behind it. I have
never questioned appropriations for the commerce of New
York, if they were deserving of support, urged by either Mr.
DempPsey or any other Member on the New York delegation for
their rivers. All Members of this House stand together—we
all stand together—for waterway improvement. But I do not
quite understand that sentiment which would pay a special
compliment, except for a Member's arduous labors on this com-
mittee and every other committee, to a Member because of
the appropriations which come for his community in this bill.
I can not understand that method of reasoning, and that is
without any eriticism of those who have paid the high compli-
ments to my* friend. I agree so far as the general speeches are
concerned. Now, Mr. Chairman, the question was raised a few
moments ago about opening wide the Treasury doors, so as to
improve the waterways of the country. Oh, yes, you have; you
have given $150,000,000 to the Mississippi River, which has not
got a boat line of importance. You have given $24,000,000
to the Missouri River, without a single boat line of any kind,
with less than 15,000 tons of commerce last year. You have given
seven or eight millions to the Hennepin Canal, which T think
had 8.000 tons, including sand, last year; I may be mistaken in
the exact freiglit. Why, you have not any commerce upon the
inland waterways, so far as [ can recollect, with one or two
exceptions. Why, there is no boat line yet upon the $150,000,000
canal of New York State, and if any canal ought to be suceessful
it is that, and I hope it will be. New York has shown its public
spirit by paying for it out of its own {reasury,

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. I will.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That $150,000,000 is appropriated by the
State of New York.

AMr, FREAR. I say New York appropriated for it out of its
own treasury. I want to give due credit; you are entitled to it;

your State is entitled to it; but the canal is yet a doubtful ex- |

periment., I say some of these projects are desirable and
worthy—we all know it—in this bill, but rany are nof.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tlie
Tast word just to make this suggestion: The gentleman says
$150,000,000 has been spent on the Mississippi River and no
boats are there. He is not accurate as far as that is concerned.
Boats are there, and there is some little commerce,. not enough
to justify the expenditure of $150,000,000;, but this $150,000,000
of which the gentieman speaks has been spent there from the
beginning of time down to date, There wns a time when part

of this money was being appropriated when the Mississippl River
was the greatest highway of commerce in the world., There was
a time when the commerce of the Mississippi River was 30-
000,006 tons annually.,

Mr, FREAR rose,

Mr. HUMPHREYS. \m\ Just wait a second. I just want,
not denying what the gentleman said about the totals, to explain
it. During those days certainly no man would critlcize the ap-
propriations which were then made:. They were necessary in
order to further commerce and to make it possible. Why, I
remember the statement of the president of one of the great
barge lines on the Mississippi River fo the effect that there were
35,0000 wrecks scattered along the banks of that river and in
the stream at the time he testified, which was many years ago,
caused by snags and bars which liad been permitted to aceumus
late in the river. It was for the purpose of removing those
obstructions to commerce that much of the money was appro-
priated and was justified then by the facts. Now, in recent years -
appropriations for the Mississippi River have inereased and the
commerce has decreased, but in fairness it ought to be said thar
in recent years the large appropriations made for the lower river
were not for the purpose largely of improving the river for com-
merce, hut were expended in the interest of flood control, so that
whereas we have spent $150,000,000 in many years, I do not know
just how many, but since we began these appropriations, and
whereas the commerce now en the river is smatl, it onght to be
stated——

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUMPHREYS (continuing). It ought to be stated that
while this $150,000,000 was being expended in the years gone
by, which was then justifiable on account of the large commerce
then upon the river, in later years a large amount of it has
been devoted to flood control, I yield to the gentieman from
Wisconsin. \

Mr. FREAR. Is it not a fact before one dollar was ever
spent upon the Mississippl River by the Government the com-
merce was then much larger than it is to-day, that there is not
a boat line, not a single boat line, upon the river to-day, and
that the $150,000,000 lias not developed any commerce——

Mr. HUMPHREYS. No.

AMr. FREAR. And was for that purpose, at least accord-
ing to the statement made upon the floor year after year,
until the Flood Control Commiftee was appointed, of which
the genfleman from Mississippi is chairman, and tuat up
to that time it was always said thiat it was for comnerce,
and yet we have no commerce appreciably, compared with the
enormons expenditures made upon the river?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Now, the gentleman asks a question as
to whether or not this, that, or thie other is not true. Now, I
will answer, Mr. Chairman, in the negative. None of the state-
ment is correct. There is more commerce to-day, very much
more, though the river earries very little, than there was before
thie Government of the United States ever made any appropria-
tions for the river. There are boat lines now on the river, a
number of them. I have not looked into the engineers’ report
this year, but I take it that the commerce from Baton Rouge—
and I think that is the point at which they divide it—south
would show something Ilike a million tons. Wlhen considering
the commerce on the river it is diffiecult to avoid «duplication.
The reason I said from Baton Rouge soutl is hecause there eun
not be any duplication there. But there are many hundreds
of thousands of tons of freight more. There are many boat
lines on the Mississippi River to-day and local and through
barge lines.

The third point, as I reeall now, is that these appropriations,,
until I beecame chairman of the Flood Control Committee, were
always predicated on the theory that the money was spent for
the purpose of developing the commerce on the river. That is
not the fact. The act of Congress which created the Missis-
sippi River Commission in 1881 particularly and specifically

‘states it is for the control of floods as well as for navigation.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
for two minufes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman will be
allowed to proceed for two minutes more.

There was no objection. .
Mr. HUMPHREYS. The fact that all the engineers agree
that there was but one way to improve the river for navigation,
and that was the identical method by which it was necessary to

Admprove it for the purpose of flood protection, was frequently
‘stated in answer to the suggestion by Members of Congress. thaut,
Congress_had no constitutional warrant for making. the .appro-. .

priation, That is all. The arguments were always made that

'here was a great entferprise, so great in its area, so great in
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its possibilities for benefits to the whole people, that it did, in
fact, involve the general welfare of the people, that it justified
appropriations being made by Cdngress, $1 being given by
Congress where the local interests put up $3. Now, these
facts, I think, ought to be submitted in fairness, in view of
the eriticism in the statement of the gentleman that $150,000,000
had been spent without securing any commerce. The $150,000,-
000 does not go in this bill. Nothing is carried in this bill for
the lower Mississippi from Cairo down.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi has again expired.

Mr. GARD. Mry. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman’s time be extended three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent that the time of the genileman from Mississippi be ex-
tended three minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none,

Mr. GARD. I wanted to ask what was the total average of
the commerce on the Mississippi River last year?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I do not know. The chairman of the
committee can state it, probably. I imagine that the commerce
on the lower Mississippi perhaps ram, if you could eliminate
the duplications, probably around 1,000,000 tons. That is
merely a guess.

Mr, GARD. I wanted to know whether there was a severance
between the amount said to be appropriated for navigation
purposges and the amonnt for flood-control purposes on the Mis-
sissippi River.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. The flood-control act passed a few years
ago contemplated an improvement on the Mississippi River
below Cairo by the Mississippi River Commission, and the juris-
diction of that commission extends to the entire subject of flood
control and navigation. I will state that perhaps $1,000,000
will be about the amount spent annnally—perhaps not quite
that much—directly in the interest of navigation, without refer-
ence to flood control, and the other would be spent for the
construction of levees and revetments, both in the interest of
navigation and of flood control. Now, that is about, approxi-
mately, the situation.

Mr. WHEELER,
there?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Yes.

Mr. \WHEELER. In the appropriations made for flood con-
trol would not some of that money be spent in deepening and
widening the channel in order to control the water?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Yes,

Mr. WHEELER. If so, it would not be necessary to appro-
priate money in the river and harbor bill for the improvement
of the Mississippi River?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. No.
in this bill for it.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Newtown Creek, N. Y.: For improvement of Newtown Creck and
tributaries in accordance with the report submitted in House Docu-
ment No. 036, Sixty-fourth Congress, o&:st seggion, and subject to the
conditions set forth in said document, gzms.ooo: Provided, That no
expense shall be incurred by the United States for acquiring any lands
required for the purpose of this improvement,

Mr. CLEARY and Mr. FREAR rose. s

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
Frear] is recognized.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word,

The gentleman who has just spoken, the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. Huapugreys], chairman of the Flood Control
Committee, was a member of the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors for many years, and a very active member. This House, in
its wisdom, passed a bill giving $45,000,000 from the Treasury
toward work on the lower Mississippi on condition that the peo-
ple along the lower river gave one-third as muech, if I remember
correctly the condition made in the bill. I can speak from posi-
tive knowledge of portions of the Mississippi River when I say
that on the upper Mississippi, with practically $30,000,000 ex-
penditure—and that was for the purpose of improving naviga-
tion—the commerce to-day amounts to practically nothing in
view of the enormous expendifure made; that the engineers fig-
ured, in order to get their commerce, the cost of automobiles
ferried across the river, and added over $40,000,000 to it last year
Tor automobiles ferried across the river. They do not have the
item in it now, but they put in sand aml logs floated down the
river.

AMr. GARD. To what does the gentleman attribute the condi-
tion of the commerce?

Will the gentleman yield for a question

There is no appropriation carried

Mr. FREAR. To the railroads, largely. The Government to-
day is endeavoring to test it out by building boats and barges,
because private investment will not do it.

Mr. DEMPREY. Will the gentleman advise the House how
they float sand and gravel down the river?

Mr. FREAR. I will state that I went down the Mississippl
from St. Paul to St. Louis, and paid my own fare, for the pur-
pose of seeing how the commerce on the Mississippi River, which
I had heard spoken of frequently on this floor, really existed.
For 300 miles we never passed a freight boat on the Mississippi
River—and that was three years ago—until we passed a barge of
sand, and you have practically 6 feet of water there in the river
at all times of the year.

Mr, HUMPHREYS. Did you meet any?

Mr. FREAR. Nothing except Government boats. These were
everywhere, carrying materials for the improvement of the river,
and not a single boat carrying commerce, unless it was an ex-
ecursion boat. But we met this sand. I put these facts in the
Reconrp at the time when I made the trip.

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi has been a very faithful
and ardent supporter of these matters. No appropriation has
ever been too large to excite his attention. He has been satis-
fied. I have no criticism to pass upon him. He has been very
kind to me at times when I criticized these matters, But I
do want to say that the $150,000,000 spent on the Mississippi
was ostensibly expended for commerce, and you have not any
commerce to speak of. I have {ried to find out where it is on
the lower river by reading page after page. There is a little
commerce below. But one port in our State has over 50,000,000
tons, and the gentleman takes a great deal of satisfaction be-
cause, after an expenditure of $150,000,000, you have got possibly
a million tons,

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Chairman, will the' gentleman yield?

Mr, FREAR. Yes. :

Mr. HUMPHREYS. The gentleman will be fair enough to
state that the $150,000,000 has been expended in the past S0 or
90 years?

Mr. FREAR. Yes; for a long period.

Mr. HUMPHREYS., And during that time there has been
tremendous commerce on the river?

Mr. FREAR. Yes. I agree that before a single dollar was
ever expended they had 130 boats on the upper river, but there
is not a single boat there mow. We spent $30,000,000 on the
upper river, and we have had commerce there in the past; but
now the commerce is almost completely wiped out, except for
these proposed Government barge lines. Last year we gave
$3,600,000 to Mr. Goltra, the chairman of the Democratic Na-
tional Committee, for barges built by the Government. We are
still building them.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa.
mean?

Mr, FREAR. I mean the Governmeni—one of the so-called
war boards—for the purpose of carrying ore from St. Paul to
St. Louis.

Mr. CALDWELL.

Mr. FREAR., Yes.

Mr, CALDWELL. Have conditions developed in the Missis-
sippi River similar to those in Long Island Sound with respect
to the railroads?

Mr. FREAR. I can not be interrupted for that. You must
take your own time. The conditions are very different. In
the Mississippi you can have only a limited depth. Beyond that
the water is not there fo fill the river, any more than in the
Missouri or in the Cumberland or in the Ouachita. There is no
commerce there. The railroads take it away. >

Mr, CALDWELL. Did the railroads drive out the boats?

Mr. FREAR. Yes; frequently they lLave driven the boats
out of business. That is a matter of public knowledge.

Mr, CLEARY. Mr. Chairman, the last item read was “ New-
town Creek.” Inasmuch as it is ealled a “ ereek ™ I thought per-
haps I ought {o explain it to some Members present who may not
know the facts.

Newtown Creek is only a portion of the East River, running up
between the Borough of Queens and the Borough of Brooklyn.
It has a tremendous business, which runs into the millions of
tons. There are tremendous factories there, and there is a
tremendous commerce on it. I want you to know it is not an
ordinary creek. It is simply a great slip, a part of East Iiver,
in Brooklyn, built up for the advantage of the people so that
they can get their water business up into the heart of the ecity
of Brooklyn. That is what Newtown Creek is.

Now, while T am on my feet I want to eall attention to an-
other feature of this water transportation, which was sug-
gested by a gentleman who said something about it, that even

You say “we.” Who does *“we"

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?
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where a railroad does parallel a water line and where as the
result of the use of that railroad, which gets most of its money
out of passenger traffic, and so on, it is able by its large capital
for the time being to reduce the tonnage of that river to a small
percentage, all the same in the judgment of the people of those
localities, the industries that have been built up, the country
that has been developed by the simple existence of that river,
justifies the improvements that were put on it, if it never carried
another pound. I want you to remember that. [Applause.]

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it isa
great deal more popular to throw bouquets and compliments at
one another here in this committee than it is to stand up and
oppose the bill. It is not popular to oppose a river and harbor
bill. If the engineer's report to the committee that $11,750,500
for waterway expenditures for this year is sufficient for all pur-
poses, with a balance of $45,000,000 on hand, then under what
reasoning do we propose to go to work and propose to spend
$27,000,0002 Why do we do that when the engineers, who
have authority and whose judgment should govern appropria-
tions, say $11,000,000 is enough?

I was in hopes that we could hold down the appropriations
to the amount asked for this year by the engineers. I think
under existing circumstances it would be far more popular to
do that than to spend $27,000,000 in the face of the conditions
that confront the Treasury of the United States. We are ex-
acting every dollar we can get from the people by taxation, and
we are trying to expend it in the most economical way that we
can; and to propose to expend $27,000,000 for waterway im-
provements at this time, when the engineers say $11,000,000
is enough, requires a considerable nerve to override the engi-
neers' recommendation and estimate.

Now, we hear a great deal of rates being regulated by water-
way improvements. I have been on the Committee on Rivers
and Harbors for a number of years, and I have seen a great
many millions of dollars expended for waterway improvements,
but I would like to know who will contend that the ultimate
consumer gets any benefit whatever from these improvements?
We hear a great deal of talk about how coal is transported on
water, and how the people are benefited by such transportation
of coal because they can get a cheaper rate by water than they
can by railroads. Does anybody believe that they can buy a
pound or a ton of coal any cheaper, whether the coal is trans-
ported on water or by rail?

Mr. CLEARY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow an
answer to his question?

Mr. GALLAGHER. Yes.

Mr. CLEARY. I will say I know of one case, The Delaware
& Hudson Railroad monopolizes the carrying of all the coal
in northern New York, and it runs partly up into New England.
I was for many years vice president of the Lake Champlain
Transportation Co. We used to deliver coal parallel to the
Delaware & Hudson Railroad right up into Vermont, and we
sold coal right straight along for a dollar a ton less than the
railroads. Coal in the village of Whitehall was continually
$1 a ton less than it was in Fairhaven, 20 miles away, and
the farmers used to haul it from there in sleighs in order to get
the benefit of the dollar a ton difference in the price. The rail-
road had a regular rate. The canal had no rate. It earried it
the cheapest it could.

Mr. GALLAGHER. That was some time ago, was it not?

Mr. CLEARY. Up to five or six years ago. I have not been
in that business since then.

* Mr. GALLAGHER. I have been buying some coal since then.
Mr. CLEARY. I do not mean the last year, during war time.
Mr. GALLAGHER. Everybody who has to buy a ton of coal

knows that the price of coal is regulated at the mines.

Mr. CLEARY. Oh, no.

Mr. GALLAGHER. It is regulated by tranqportation.

Mr. CLEARY. By transportation; yes.

Mr. GALLAGHER. And the small dealer in coal who sells
you a ton of coal below the regulated price is put out of busi-
ness.

Mr. CLEARY. That is governmental.

Mr. GALLAGHER. That is the way they are doing busi-
ness now, and you are proposing to spend millions to open up
water transportation for coal, when the price is regulated to
the consumer.

Mr, CLEARY. It can only be lowered by water competition.

Mr. GALLAGHER. The consumer can not buy it unless he
pays the price put upon it by the manipulators in the market.

Mr. CLEARY. That has only been during the war. I have
been cutting the price of coal all my life, and selling it here and
there for whatever we could get for it, and selling it more
cheaply because of the water transportation lines,

Mr, GALLAGHER. It is known by everybody who has to buy
coal that the price is regulated. So it is with other commodi-
ties. After we have spent millions of dollars in opening up
creeks and rivers for the improvement of witer transportation,
everybody knows that we ean not buy anything a dollar or a
cent cheaper than the regulated price.

The gentleman from New York [Mr, Creary] spoke about the
Erie Canal, and what a great benefit it is. The State of New
York has spent millions of dollars to develop the Erie Canal,
but where are the boats? They have got no boats on the Erie
Canal, and there is no transportation on the Erie Canal.

Mr. CLEARY. That is not true.

Mr. GALLAGHER. Not any to speak of.

Mr. CLEARY. The Erie Canal was only finished this year.

Mr, GALLAGHER. But one of the alarming conditions about
the Erie Canal is that after it was finished they found they had
no boats for it.

Mr. CLEARY. They bad to build new ones, but they will
come on, just as the rivers produce the commerce when they
are deepened.

Mr. WHEELER. There have been about $24,000,000 ex-
pended on the Missouri River. How much benefit have the
people received in the way of decreased freight rates there?

Mr. GALLAGHER. They have not received any benefit, and
there Is no boat line on the Missouri River.

Mr. SNYDER. I should like to say a word about the Erie
Canal. I live on the Erie Canal, and the gentleman is abso-
lutely correct about there being no boats on it.

Mr. GALLAGHER. They have made no preparation for
boats for it. -

Mr. SNYDER. The Government has been operating that
canal for the past year, and I have ridden up and down be-
side it 40 or 50 miles day after day during the summer, and
nine times out of ten I never saw a boat on it. A year ago I
suggested here how easy it would be for the Government to
arrange it so that we could get some henefit out of it.

Mr. GALLAGHER. That is the condition practically of
nearly all these rivers. There are no boats on them. Here is
the Missouri River, on which we have spent millions, more than
$20,000,000 in all, and a short time ago they were going to put
o boat line on the Missouri River. There is an appropriation
of $400,000 in this bill for the Missouri River, and not a boat
on it, and no possible chance for a boat to be operated on it.

Mr. SNYDER. Thirty years ago all of our coal was carried
by eanal, and many times in those days we received our coal at
a cost of not to exceed $2 a ton on the yard. This year, by
reason of no boat transportation and several other reasons, I
received the coal on my yard inventoried at $7 a ton.

Mr. CLEARY. By reason of no boat transportation—the
best possible argument in favor of boat transportation.

Mr. GALLAGHER. The trouble with the Erie Canal, like
the trouble with the rivers, is that there are no boats on them.
We have been pouring millions of dollars into these waterways
to make them ready for transportation, and there are no boats.

Mr. WHEELER. Is it not true that the owners of the boats
that were on the Missouri River disposed of them to the Gov-
ernment, so that there are no boats there to-day?

Mr. GALLAGHER. They sold them out to get rid of them,
because they were unprofitable.

Mr. PLATT. Is it not true that the Railroad Administra-
tion have fixed the rates on the Erie Canal, and other wanter-
transportation lines, so high that nobody will use them?

Mr, GALLAGHER. There are no boats on the Erie Canal.

AMr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some kind
of a malignant feeling about the Missouri River, and I wish to
notify the Chair that I would be grateful if gentlemen would
discuss the paragraph under consideration, in accordance with
the rules of the House. [Laughter.]

Mr. GALLAGHER. A gentleman asked me about the Mis-
souri River, and I want to tell him about it. There is an appro-
priation of $400,000 in this bill for the Missouri River, and there
is not a boat line on the river, and no prospect of a boat line. I
asked the engineer, * What are you going to do with the $400,000
appropriation for the Missouri River?” He said: “The sol-
diers are coming home, and there is great need for opportunity
to put men to work. You can use it very nicely by putting men
to work.” “TFor what purpose?” *“To improve the river.”
Yes; and there are no boats on the Missouri River.

Mr. RUCKER. Does the gentleman say that there is no boat
line on that river?

Mr. GALLAGHER. There was one; but it was unprofitable
to the Kansas City people, who put up the money for that boat
line, and they were glad to sell it and get rid of it
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Mr. RUCKER. The gentleman is assuming part of that. The
Government recently took possession of a great many profit-
able businesses,

Mr. GALLAGHER. They were very glad to get rid of the
boats, a great many people that had stock in the company.

Mr. RUCKER. When the Government gets through improv-
ing the Missouri River I want the gentleman to come there and
1-:;:1; d(;wn that majestic river, and then he will change his mind
about it.

Mr. GALLAGHER. I have been up and down that river.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague’'s
time be extended five minutes and that he be given at least one
minute of that time for himself.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman asks that the time of the
gentleman from Illinois be extended five minutes. Is there
objection ?

There was no objection.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I just want to quote from the
Engineer's report to show that the boats were laid up for the
winter and that the boats were there then. That was before
the Government took them. We have spent $24,000,000, as
shown by the report, and after deducting the sand, the com-
merce was less than $15,000.

Mr. GALLAGHER, Mr. Chairman, the whole question re-
solves itself into this: The people are paying taxes and the
Government is trying in every direction to get money to pay
our war Dbills, and now, notwithstanding these enormous
amounts that we have to raise, we propose to spend a num-
ber of million dollars for the improvement of rivers where there
are no boats and no commerce to speak of. I have been on the
committee for years, and we have been making appropriations
every year for the improvement of rivers. But there are no
boats on any of the rivers worth speaking about, and we are
simply throwing the money into the rivers and into the creeks
without getting any return for the people’s money. Now, if we
would take the millions that we are spending on rivers and
creeks and put that money into good roads, does anybody doubt
that that money would bring great returns to the farmers and
everybody else? They could not control the farmers coming to
town with produce; they could not control the traffic on the
highways, and we would get some benefit from the money put
in good roads that we now put into rivers and into creeks. We
put the money into waterways where there is no attempt by
the people along the rivers to make any provision for harbors.
How are you going to tie up boats where there aré no harbors?
If there were boat lines or prospective boat lines, I would be
in favor of improving the rivers. If there were boat lines I
would be in favor of appropriating this money, but that is not
the case. Why should we spend enormous amounts of the
people’s money in the hnprovement of rivers every year where
there is no commerce. 1 am opposed to it. I am in favor of
improving every harbor where there is commerce to justify it.
I do not find any fault with the improvement of the harbors of
New York or Boston, or any great port where they make pro-
vision for eommerce, but I do object to the present bill in the
face of the report of engineers, and I say it is not fair to the
public to expend millions where we do not get a cent of return.

Mr. WHEELER. As I understand, the committee recom-
mended $15,000,000 more than was recommended.

Mr. GALLAGHER. 1 think the engineers reported a recom-
mendation of $15,000,000 and said it could be reduced to about
$11,000,000, and the bill earries $27,000,000.

AMr. DUPRE. When was the Engineer's report made up and
gent to the Congress?

Mr. GALLAGHER. 1 ean only tell when it reached the com-
mittee, i

Mr. DUPRE. The gentleman knows when the annual report
is made up, does he not?

Mr, GALLAGHER. No; when I am called upon to act on
thltitremrt of the engineers is when it is presented to the com-
mittee,

Mr. DUPRE. If the gentleman does not know about the law
and the practice in that respect, that is all right.

. Mr., GALLAGHER. I know all about the engineer's report
and when it was presented to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CALDWELL was recognized.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, we are not discussing any amend-
ment to the bill, the amendment is a pro forma one. I ask unani-
mous consent that after the gentleman from New York [Mr.
CarpwelL] concludes that we proceed with the reading of the
bill. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania want time?

Mr. ROBBINS. 1 want to answer the argument in regard to
the rates on coal. I am willing to do it on the next paragraph.

Mr. SMALL. Very well; Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent that debate on this amendment and paragraph close in
five minutes. &

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that debate on the paragraph and amend-
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Newark Bay, N. J.: Completing improvement in accordance with the
report submitted in Housa Document No. 2110, Sixty-fourth Congress,
W&o %ess!ou. and subject to the conditions set forth in said document,

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. GArracHER], who just addressed the committee, made the
assertion that the waterways of the country were of no benefit
in the transportation of coal, and indeed he took the stand that
the waterways of the country were declining in the matter of
transportation everywhere, The distriet that I have the honor
to represent has bordering it and adjoining it two navigable
streams—the Allegheny and the Monongahela. The Government
has expended approximately $6,000,000 on the Monongahela River
and has installed therein 15 locks and dams and earried slack-
water navigation from Pittsburgh to the city of Fairmont, in the
State of West Virginia. The average freight on coal within 40
miles radius of the city of Pittsburgh by rail is 40 cents per ton,
and it has been that for the last 10 years. The average freight
by water transportation, not for 40 miles but for 80 miles within
a radius of the eity of Pittsburgh, which is the great consuming
coal market of western Pennsylvania, is 18 cents per ton, and
as proof of the fact that industrial interests that are available
and accessible to this slack-water navigation make use of it as
a means of carrying coal let me read to you from the lock
master's report of Lock and Dam No. 3 in my district to show
the amount of coal the industries and consumers of coal gen-
ernlly take by water, because they can purchase it at lower
rates, and in order to show that the rivers are not declining in
their commerce. I may say parenthetically that when the Goy-
ernment fook this system of navigation on the Monongahela
over in 1887 the entire traflic of coal, freéight, merchandise, and
miscellaneous freight was less than 5,000,000 tons. In 1913
12,000,000 tons of freight passed through this lock and 43,508
passengers on passenger boats. In 1914 there were 37,092 pas-
sengers and 10,374,000 tons of freight. There was a decrease
there because we were coming into the war.

In 1915 there were 27,800 passengers and 11,816,000 tons of
freight; in 1916, 32,515 passengers and 12,876,000 tons of
freight; while in 1917 the latest available statistics say there
were 23,078 passengers and 16,900,000 tons of freight. This
freight, according to the lock master's report, was made up as
follows: Coal, 76 per cent; coke, 2 per eent; building material,
sand, gravel, and so forth, 12 per ecent; waste from our fur-
naces, 7 per cent; miscellaneous 2 per eent; showing that the
river traflic, at least in western Pennsylvania is not enly in-
creasing in volume and value, but is a positive benefit to our
manufacturing industries, and that coal is procured there at so
much less per ton that our industries and consumers of coanl re-
sort to and use this navigable stream in order to procure fuel.

Talk about river traffic declining! Listen to this: The lock-
ages upstream in this lock—and I give it because it is in wmy
district—were 5,720 in 1917, and the lockages downstream were
6,045. The steamboat lockages upstream were 4,398 and down-
stream 4,369, As further evidence of this important river
traflic and of its constant, continuous, and great increase, let
me cite the number of barges that these boats tow. The up-
stream lockage was 21,000 and the downstream lockage 21,040.
When a gentleman gets up on the floor of this House angd as-
serts that we are wasting money on these improvements and
that the people receive no benefit from them he is talking either
without accurate information or the district that he represents
does not avail itself of what the Government is endeavoring to
make available for its benefit. Western Pennsylvania has no
greater improvement, no greater stimulus to the great indus-
trial center of Pittsburgh, than its water transportation, bring-
ing cheap coal, cheap transportation, cheap raw material to
the furnaces and forges of that great industrial center and
workshop of the world, the city of Pittsburgh. [Applanse.]

. Mr. FREAR rose.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
all debate upon this paragraph and all amendments thereto close
in five minutes.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.
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. Mr. FREAR., Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who last spoke
selected the one project in the United States—the inland water-
way that is not a ship canal—that is known as a success, and
that is the only one, so far as I know, unless he calis the Ohio
River a success, which, with $59,000,000 of expenditure, has an
average traffic of only a few miles; but a gentleman from
Pennsylvania, not far distant from the gentleman who has
spoken, suggested to me that I look at the other locks and see
what is doing there. I hold in my hand page 2989 of the Engi-
neers’ Report, the last one, and of the 15 locks only those that
are down near the mouth are the-ones that carry commerce.
The upper ones average four and five thousand tons, and so on,
and they have cost an immense amount of money. I got the
suggestion from a gentleman from Pennsylvanin, and he says
he knows the condition thereof.

Mr. ROBBINS. Does the gentleman deny the statistics that
I have given as to Lock No. 37

AMr. FREAR. The gentleman has taken the statistics of the
lower locks, of course, but on the river itself——

Mr. ROBBINS. 1 took only one lock.

Mr. FREAR. 1 have got them all here.

Mr. ROBBINS. I do not care; the commerce there will be
developed, just as it has been developed in pools Nos. 1. 2,
and 3.

Mr, FREAR. The gentleman from Illinois told the faet and
called attention to the decrease, Here are nine locks where
there is an infinitesimal commerce to-day. It is only near
the mouth where commerce is important. The Monongahela
is known as a peculiar river, because it has coal close to
the place of manufacture, and it resembles in that particular
the Rhine River in Germany, which is practically the only river
over there which is a success. The gentleman from Illinois
in making his comparison of the Mississippi and the Missouri
and the Cumberland and the Tennessee, the conditions are as
he states, and in North Carolina and in the lower reach of
one of the rivers, of course, the traffic does exist, but it is prac-
tieally the only river which has been cited——

Mr. WHEELER. Is not there a eanal to Philadelphia sup-
posed to haul coal to Philadelphia?

Mr. FREAR. I do not know i

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That shows how carefully
gentlemen study river and harbor matters.

Mr. FREAR. I do not know to what the gentleman refers.
That is all I care to say about this, except that the Mononga-
hela, because of its peculiar situation, with the mines close by
and the great industrial eenter of Pittsburgh, is a success, but it
is not a success on the rivers generally. The gentleman from
Tllinois stated the fact, I believe, correctly, as can be evidenced
by the statistics. On the Monongahela, I believe, it is only near
the mouth where they use it, according to the figures I have
read.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be considered as withdrawn,

There was no objection. S

The Clerk read as follows:

Keyport and Shoal Harbors, Woodbridge, Cheesequake, Matawan, and
Compton Crecks, Elizabeth, Raritan, South, and Shrewsbury Rivers, and
Raritan Bay, N. J.: For maintenance, $15,000; for improvement of
Raritan River in accordance with the report submitted in House Docu-
ment No, 1341, Sixty-second Congress, third session, $250.000; for
improvement of Shrewsbury River in accordance with the report sub-

mitted in House Document No. 1296, Sixty-second Congress, third ses-
sion, $100,000 ; in all, $365,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, if T may be permitted to make
a statement. Mr. Chairman, may I say to the committee that
we are exceedingly anxious to conclude this bill to-day, and if
gentlemen will confine their remarks to the paragraph under
consideration and will not make pro forma amendments, for the
purpose of discussing extraneous mafters or matters not in-
volved in the paragraph under consideration, we will save a
great deal of time. There is no purpose on the part of the com-
mittee to curtail discussion or bona fide criticism of the bill or
any inquiries for information.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SMALL. And I would be glad if we could make some
substantial progress. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the
floor. He yielded to me for the purpose of making a statement.
" Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield to me for a

question?
Mr, SMALL. If I have the time.
Mr. FREAR. I yield to the gentleman. .

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I only want five minutes to speak on
another matter, which I believe is very important, something I
very seldom do, and I hope the gentleman will not object.

- Mr. SMALL. Well, the gentleman can make his request to
thie House when the zentleman from Wisconsin has concluded.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, this is the Raritan iver,
which earries a quarter of a million dollars in this new project,
on page 5 of the bill. The gentleman from North Carolina, the
chairman of the committee, took me to task a little while ago
because I read the last Engineers’ Report, which is old. T read
the report of 1918, of the conditions there to-day. Page 360 of
the Report of the Army Engineers of 1918:

Proposed operation. The balance available will be expended in main-
tenance dredging.

There is a small balance they have there, and there has been
an appropriation for this work. .

Channels of the present completed width will conveniently accommo-
date present and reasonably prospective commerce.

That is the Engineers’' Report of this year:

It is accordingly not proposed, at the present time, to prosecute the
project for its compleﬂon.

They will not complete the project, and yet we have a proposi-
tion facing us when the engineers say they have enough money,
that the harbor will accommodate present commerce, we have
$250,000 for a new project coming in here. Let me take up an-
other. The Shrewsbury project. There are two or three others
I want to speak of incidentally as I am passing. The Shrews-
bury : How much is added here? A hundred thousand dollars.
I do not know but what there is more, but that is all that appears
in the bill here. Now, let me read from page 375: .

The funds available will be expended for maintenance, dredging of
sghoals nt the Highlands DBridge, in Reeves Channel, and in the Upper
and Lower Crossovers, provided a suitable contract can be secured.

It is proposed to nd the fund nrpproprlnted by the river and har-
bor act of July 18, 1918 ($10,000) for maintenance dredging by con-
tract where needed in any part of the river covered by the project.

Now, remember, $100,000 in this bill, in addition to $2,805,000
that has already been expended, and a gentleman, n member of
the committee, within my hearing says that they have got fine
commerce there now. Let me tell you what they have: 411,000
tons in 1917, 95,000 tons last year, a failure of over 80 per cent
of reasonable tonnage, and you are asked for another new project
on an 80 per cent loss showing.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. What is the value?

Mr. FREAR. O, its value. They do not ask anything more}
they do not need anything more, and yet with a loss of 80 per
cent in their commerce there is added another project to this
bill, and you are going to tax the American people and sell
liberty bonds for that purpose.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last two words. Mr. Chairman, while I was home Christmas a
neighbor of mine informed me that she had received a letter
from a comrade of her husband in the Marine Corps inform-
ing her that her husband had been killed. She telegraphed the
Navy Department, but received no reply. At her own expense
she cabled the chaplain of the regiment, the company com-
mander, and tried for a month and a half to get some word
concerning her husband, but was unable to get any replies to
her cables. Finally, just at Christmas she received this letter
from the War Risk Insurance Bureau.

It is addressed to Mrs. Catherine Euphrasia O'Donoghuc,
270 West Eleventh Street, New York City. It says:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Buneavu oF War RISK INSURAXCE,
Washington, December 21, 1918,

O'Donoghue, Michael Thomas, MCR, MB, Paris
Island, 8. C. Y
Mrs. CATHERINE ECPHRASIA O'DOXOGHUE, g
270 West Eleventh Btrect, New York, N. Y.

MapaM : The award of $30 per month granted in your favor on the
application of the above-named enlisted man was paid up to and
including October 31, 1918, but as this man died October 4, 1918, there
resulted an overpaymert of $20, which amount you will please refund
immediately.

This refund should be made by money order or draft, drawn to the
order of the Treasurer of the United States, and mailed to the Office
of Receipts and Disbursements, Bureau of War Risk Insurance, Washe
ington. D, C., with this letter or a copy thereof.

e Respectfully, :
BUREAU OF Winr RISK INSURANCE,
DerurY COMMISSIONER, ACCOUNTS,
By W. Do It

In re: #2,186,969,

A, g 104 /8w
Form 32002
Feb. 5/19.

This is a regular shyster-style demand for a refund made upon
a poor woman, and the first official notification from her Govern-
ment that she received of the death of her husband. To my
mind, a most disgraceful procedure. Gentlemen, hostilities huve
ceased for over a month and a half, and there is no reason why
these records are not in shape and why the people of this coun=
try ean_not have timely and complete information concerning
their boys.

Here is my reply to the War Risk Insurance Bureau, and I

_ask that the Clerk read it.
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communication.
The Clerk read as follows:

DUREAU O0F WAR RISK INSURANCE,
Washington, D. €.

Dear Sms: In reference to your letter of December 21, in re No.
21869869, O'Donoghue, Michael Thomas, Marine Cow Regiment, Marine
Barracks, Paris Island, 8. C., marked “5 A. D., 104/sw, Form #2002,
Feb, 5/19,” signed Deputy Commissioner, Accounts, by W, du R., ad-
dressed to Mrs, Cathering Euphrasia O'Donoghue, 270 West Eleventh
Street, New York City, you are informed tbat I have instructed Mrs,
O'Donoghue to ignore that letter and all similar communications from
}‘(;'Itljg’ rl;gmnu. You will hercafter communicate in this matter direct
i i) AN oy I al Unen who fu 108 withor pe this crudely drawn,
shyster-style form letter. You will also inform me at once why it is
that an overpayment of this nature is not debited to the account of the
insurance and iaken out of the final payment when it is made,

I want an immediate reply from you, Inasmuch as I shall take this
matter up in the IMouse.

Very truly, yours,

Mr. LAGUARDIA,
from the bureau.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will

Mr., LINTHICUM. Was the boy killed in action?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Yes; killed in action, or died of wounds
received in action. He was a marine.

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. For just a question. I have something
more to say.

Mr. McKENZIE. The gentleman can get more time, First,
I want it understood that I do not approve of this character of
letter. -

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Which one? Mine or the department’s?

Mr. McKENZIE. The one that was written to the widow.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Thank you.

Mr. McKENZIE. But I do think in the interest of truth we
ought to get the fucts before the House and the country. What
I want to ask you is whether or not under the law that the
Congress enacted some time ago this widow would not be
entitled to compensation under that law from the date of the
death of the soldier, and whether or not, if she received allot-
ment pay after the death of the soldier, and then entitled to
compensation, she would not be getting double pay?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is true. My reply was, as I siated
in the letter, that there is insurance coming to this widow and
compensation coming to her. Now, with all the clerks that we
have, with all the officers that we have, and all the bookkeepers
that we have, they can at least debit that aceount with $26, and
when they pay the widow the insurance deduct that amount and
not write a letter of that kind.

Mr. BARKLEY. Dwoes not the gentleman know that the com-
pensation, allotment, and insurance features are all kept sepa-
rate, and that no one department can keep everything of that
sort?

Mr. LAGUARDIA.
fix it.

Mr. BARKLEY. If the fault is in the Congress, then your
letter is not justified.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. McKENZIE. T ask upanimous consent that the gentle-
man may proceed for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ilineis [Mr. McKexzie] that the gentleman
from New York may proceed for five minutes? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

Alr. LAGUARDIA. I do not care where the blame is; we must
correct it. BSurely a system of eredit and debit between thesc
Alepartments can easily be established. I do not believe legisla-
tion is necessary for that—common sense and ordinary intelli-
gence is all that is required. What I want to make clear is that
I do not want to blame any department, If it is up to us, let us

et together and do it; but I do not see that there is a tendency
1ere to do those things.

Mr., BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr. LAGUARDIA. No. We passed a sloppy bill yesterday
with the pretense of taking care of honest claims. We passed
a bill by which every dishonest profiteer and crooked money
grabber can catch onto the wagon and get his bills paid. And
the tendency is Keeping on,

If a Congressman goes to a petty officer of the Army he is
treated with arrogance and impertinence. Now, there is no
reason why we ecan not take matters in our own hands, and it is
If we do not do it, there is no use of com-
plaining about the attitude of the departments.

LVII—79 .

DeceMBER 30, 1918,

Frorenia I LAGUARDIA,
No reply as yet has been received by me

I do not care. If it is wrong, let us

does the gentleman think of the way they treat ordinary civilians
who have never been in uniform? [Laughter.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Just think of it! I can imagine.
gentleman has my sympathy.

The War Department has issued a circular, known as Circu-
lar No. 77, in which they stated the policy by which they would
discharge certain classes of men, and yet when an application
is made and the man is squarely within the requirements of that
circular the answer comes back that “ the services of the man
can not be spared.” I had a case where a boy is detailed to
selling tickets for the Long Island Railway, and they told me
that his services could not be spared, and yet he is a former em-
ployee of that railway, and if he were discharged he would be
placed in exactly the same position where he is now as a soldier—
except, of course, the railway company for whom he is selling
tickets would necessarily have to pay him and not the United
States Government.

Mr., KEARNS. And get more money, too.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Of course.

I introduced a resolution yesterday authorizing the employ-
ment of civilians in all positions of a clerical nature or where
it is just purely manual labor and mnot of a strictly military
nature. It will cost the Government less than it does under the
present system of maintaining ten soldiers to do one man’s work,

If you consider the pay of a soldier, his food, his clothing, the
cost of administration, and the overhead charges, we can em-
ploy men in the localities where the services are needed
at the standard wages for such services and save money, he-
sides discharging thousands of men who are now involun-
tarily kept in the Army away from their families and their
usual productive pursults. The resolution has been referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 1 sincerely hope it will
not be kept there until the war is over, or until demobilization
is complete—in about two years from now, at the rate we are
foing.

But, gentlemen, these men can be spared. We can get every
soldier in Europe back, I will tell you how to begin demobiliza-
tion and actually produce results. Take every officer of the
Army and put him back to his original rank in the Regular
Army and you will see how quickly demobilization will start.
There is no need of that army in Europe. There is no need of
that army in Russia, Their duty is completed; it has been
gloriously performed. The thing to do is to get the men back
as quickly as we can and to demobilize the troops that we have
here now. The purpose of our National Army has been served
ani there is no reason for the continuance of this large number
of men in the Army. }

Mr. ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. ROBBINS. Is it not beeause all these regular oflicers
have been elevated in rank and hold commissions with larger
salaries? Is not that the reason why they do not want the
demobilization?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. Put them back into the Regular
Army at their regular rank. Why, there are mere lads out of
West Point but a few years holding the rank of lieutenant
colonel. And as for generals, there are hundreds of them.
Take the Aviation Service—all Regulars holding high ranks
and very few of them flying across the lines; it was®the civilian
soldiers who did that.

Mr, SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr, SNYDER, I know of a lieutenant colonel who, with his
friends, is doing the best he can to get ount of the service, and
he can not do it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Ishe in the Regular Army? .

Mr. SNYDER. He is in the National Army and serving as
adjutant of a division. Everything under heaven has been done
to get him out, even offering to pay his transportation home,
and they will not let him come.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly, They want to keep a large
establishment over there. No large Army; no high ranks. We
must inke the matter in hand and compel prompt return of our
troops from overseas and immediate demobilization at home.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New
York has again expired.

Mr. HASKELL. Mr. Chairman,

The

I move to strike out the

agraph.
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to
strike out the paragraph.
Mr. HASKELL. I do so, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of
calling the attention of the House to some correspondence
which I have here, in brief two letters, in which it is eharged
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that Maj. T. M. Lynel, of the Quartermaster Corps, died of
pueumonia in the Walter Reed Hospital through neglect.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I want to know if this
appertains to this bill or not?

Mr. HASKELL. Oh, no.

Mr, LINTHICUM. Then I object to it.

Mr. KIFARNS. The gentleman frem Maryland is too late.

Mr. HASKELL. This correspondence makes the charge that

Maj. T. M. Lyneh, of the Quartermaster Corps, died of pneu- |

monia in Walter Reed Hespital because of neglect and inhuman
treatment, and I ask that these letters be rend for the informa-

tion of the House.
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will read
I object.

them.
Mr. LINTHICUM.
Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman from New York has the right
to have them read.

Mr. DUPRE. I hope the gentleman from Maryland will not
do that.

Mr. HASKELL. I will read them myself.

Mr. MADDEN. It will take more time if you object to this
than by letting it go.

Mr. LINTHICUM. My only object is to get through with
this bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. LINTHICUM. I withdraw the objeetion.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland withdraws
the objection. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:
New Youx, December 27, 1913,

Congressman [TASKELL,

2 Care Continental Hetel, Washington, D. C. 28 4 o
N sMAN Jasgsun: I am taking the Iiberty sending
D otk cony o my letter £ Mr. Willlam A. Grabam, Chief of the
neral Supplies Division of the Quartermaster Corps, in which de-
brother and associate member of my c;g;!)nny, Maj. T. M.
'n(‘!:i wor for the p‘:uit seven months in the tion of chief of

e administrative branch.

‘hT‘ho facts mentioned In the inclosed letter all came under my Eer-
sonnl attention at the Walter Reed Hospital, where my brother died
solely because of lack of attention and inhuman treatment—ithe same
kind of inhuman treatment, I have since learned, is existing,through-
out various other hospitals on this side.

I have also since learned, from first-hand evidence of physicians and
laymen, who have recounted to me their personal experiences, that
they have seen Instances almost without end that were even mmch
worse than that mentioned in my letter to Mr. Graham.

I sincerely hope that you can and will take such measures as you
deem best to throw the light of publicity on ihese conditions, and tg_us
minimize, at least, the terrific loss of life that is being needlessly wasted
daily, but which fact is being kept hidden from the public,

gf:th!n can be done, natu . fo bring back my brether to his wife
and family: but I wonld feel that I was remiss in my own
duty if I omitted taking this step in asking your good o to

revent a contlnuous recurrence of such catastrophes among not only
ghose who are at the present time in these hospitals, but also those
who, in all likelihood, will be accorded similar incompetent treatment
for the future l;rr something is not done to change the situation.

, yours,

B

JeserH J. LyxCH,

Afr. Wirnias A. GRAEAM NEw York, December 23, IDIS,

hief General Supplies Divigion, Quartermaster Corps
o 7w ‘Wuhduy(ou, D. O.

Duar Mr. Gramaat: Permit me to express, in behalf of Maj. Lynch's
wife, his mother, and myself, eur sincere appreciation of the courtesy
and serviee rendered his Immediate ¥ sobsequent to his death, as
well as for the representation the division accorded him at his {uneral.

We all fee] very kindly toward you and the divislon. Likewise did
my brother, whose almost st conscious thought was given to the
handling of his work and how best to administrate the duties intrusted
to him. He had no idea whatsoever that he was going to dle, and his
mind was almost continuously given to the work needing his immediate
attention.

I am very sorry Indeed, however, and if I were to permit myself to
give free rein to expression I am afraid I might say somet.hlmi with
reference to the medical attention given my brother whiech would not
look well in type. I had a months' experience winter with a
very virnlent pneumonia case of m{ younﬁ:st son, and consaﬁﬁ;tl: am
a little qunu&d to_pass ‘uﬂgmen on the methods of trea pnen-
monia cases. I had, in ajl hysicians and 16 nurses ranging over
these five months, not to mention a num specialists. There s
hardly a phase of the case which I have not studied, because it meant
a matter of life and death with my son, and I left nothing undone,
from a human agency sta int, to bring him back to health, which,
with God's help, wans acco

The surron conditions in which I found my brother on my
arrival at the hospital absolutely forbade his recovery. In
place I am not at all in sympathy with the allopath trea
monia cases, Their record of “ cures™ is so terrifically low on a per-
centage basis when compared with the homeutathle treatment thereof
as to leave no doubt ln anyone's mind (other than an m.tk of how
very abortlve are thelr ideas and how dogmatic they ome are in
ndhc;;inns tfo them In spite of the terrific loss of life accrulng from their
treatmen

Nothing, of course, can be done to bring back ?{.brothr and busi-
ness te to me or to his wife or his mother : t Is all past. But
1 would like to, in some measure, at least, tr{ 1o hl& if possible, to
remedy the situation for the poor devils that have undergo such
treatment as I saw Fiven my brother on my arrival at the hospital.

Under the plea of, " he needs fresh alr,” my brother’s cot was placed
Oon A SCreéen plagza, and, whiie the folding doors on this

lazza were
both open and the temperature very low, a window back of

cot was

also open, permitting a terrific draft over his bed. Mo -
sufficient clothing was on the cot, with the consequence thatmgéw\'rlttlnt-
ity needed to offset the effect of the l_}u:lel.nmrx:.la, disease itself had to
necessarily be dissipated In counteracting the effect of the terrifically
cold draft blowing over his bed from the open window. My wife and
alite%llll:db;ggl gumﬂs thte&t&on tﬁ)ﬂ this cunt:t:ll on immediately on arrlving
e o justification was attem
as;onj;.itstlﬂmuon m "i“mm’- pted for such a condition,
otwithstanding ‘ac t I had previously telephoned the of
of the day or the adjutant (Maj. Roberts) olt{ mto bring eonmtt::
or three nurses from New York Ie:t;m Imn on tt::d .30 Congressional
p of nurses and did not need

I found to be the faet that two nurses only were employed tI'n war?m
21, where my brother was located, and these two nurses were supposed

look after patients in that entire building—a physical as well
as mentally impossible task for them to do and render service to any
By foein uff e ARl Catt o ease,

y fee @ nurses ge £ interested in bro . ]

I suceeed in getting an additional speclal nurse l‘?g thnﬂ:gmjning
few :ae?urs of his existence—too late, however, to undo what had gone

Toward the end I asked permission to have o: administ
brother, and Capt. Durgin, who was on night physician dn eﬁlﬁom
1 would have to take this up with the chief. He admitted that the
ehief was not on duty at night and would not be there untll the next
day. He suggested, however, I take It up with the captain on the desk
at the “entrance” sectlon of the hospital—I believe his name is
Haxes—which 1 did, with the result that he also clalmed having no au-
thority to even suggest, let alone reynest, Capt. Durg!n to nse some
gixg:;;cn. and, of course, did nothing. An bour or two 'ater my brother

In connection with the handling of pneumonia
shocked to learn from Capt. Dur;?n m?'-’vﬂl as th?%::max wa&aw;:
to the ward were made but once every three or four hours, if then,
hardly a method of medical orocedure that will give any assurance
whatsoever of successful results, particularly in the treatment of pneu-
monia cases wherein the heart mes such a vital factor, needing
close, immediate attention contlnuom.

Further, one of the narses admi frankly that even In a case of
necessity ihey were supposed not to potify or call the physlclan or te
make any suggestions r!ifnrdinti a gnuen 's condition, which wounld
warrant an additional visit of the p clan; in other words, medical
attention was to be given at the speelfic perlods of the three to four
hour interval visits and at no other time. ou can imagine my feelings
in the matter when I learned this phase of the “ treatment."”

The whole hospital * treatment ™ from the start to the finish is abso-

lutee}g the most incompetent and Inhuman I have ever seen or experi-
en and among miy many business clients I have numbered quite a few
representative hospitals, and I knew whereof I speak.
The fo incldents are but a few of the things that
tered durtn% my comparatively brief stay at my brother's bedside,
One further {llustration of the obvious Incompetency that exists through-
out was evide to me before I even left New York. 1 telephoned
the officer of tne day, or the adjutant, and I bad to be very insistent
in my statements that my brother was registered at their hospital and,
in reality, compel them to go and look it up three different times before
they were in tion to verify my statement. as hmnfm‘:;'m_h“d”
what one might term an * efficient " method of admi tion, particu-
larly so in reference to cases iike pneumonia that need continnous,
close, contact and supervision if the patient, whoever he may
be, Is to get any show whatsoever for his life.

I am very sorry, indeed, that such a sitoation as this should have
eventunated, not only for my brother's and ily's sake but also
for ‘nnrs. I don’t want you to think for one mnmeng that I have any
feelings whatsoever toward any other than the hospital administration.
1 admit frankly. however, that the hospital phase of the matter Is one

I have very strong epinions—opinions which are

indisputable facts, knowledge,

and experienee that.can not be gainsald by anyone. I oniy h that
my bringing this matter to your attention may in some way alleviate
tlltm fond'l,tion for those who may have the lll fate to follow Maj. Thomas

. Lynch.

It certainly has been a terrific shock to me to realize, as I have in
this case, at least, how apparently unappreciative the Government is
of the personal sacrifices, superhuman effort, and work rendered it by
men like my brother, whose only faunlt is tLat ultraconsclentionsness in
sticking too long to their task at the expense of their health. For ang
man, whether be he officer or private, to be accorded the ™ treatment
mentioned in the foregoing paragraphs of this letter Is, in my opinion,
a stain uwpon our Government's glorious record in this war—a stain
which IS l:;mﬂl:{nth to believe it would willingly permit to continue,

e 1

I encoun=

J. J. LYscH.
P. 8.—1 have about decided to bring this matter up for congressional
action. T would feel personally responsible otherwise for the murder of
others who may follow my brother and be accorded similar * treat-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Delaware River, Pa., N. J., and Del : Continnin,
for maintenance from Allegheny Avenue, PhHadelphia, to the sea,
$2,500,000 ; wmpleﬁn% improvement at Camden, N. J., in accordance
with the report submitted in House Document No. 1120, Sixty-third
Congress, second session, and subject to the conditlons set forth in said
document, $71,080; in all, §2,571,080.

Mr. FREAR, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentléman from Wisconsin moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I speak on this ifem because it
js somewhat different; it is not a new project; it is not an old
project, but it is an important one, so far as commerce Is con-
cerned. I wish to ecall attention te a phase of this item as It -
was presented to the committee. On page 9 of the commitrea

improvement and

book report submitted by the Army engineers is an item of
$500,000 for this project. That is for the Delaware River from
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Philadelphia to the sea, and $400,000 on tbe Schuylkill. As the
bill stands to-day it carries $2,500,000, or five times as much
for the Delaware River, and $1,000,000, or more than double,
for the Schuylkill.

I have spoken about the conditions to-day, which it seems to
me call for some reasonable attempt at economy, and, referring
to page 391 of the record, I find that there was available for
the fiseal year ending June 30, 1919, for this Delaware River
$£2,016,123, or almost $5,500,000 that will be carried by this
proposition, counting this balance on hand, if we vote this
$2,500,000, which I expect the House will do. I refer to page
389 and read from the report of the engineers for 1918:

Owing to the inability to secure advantageous contracts, the balance
remaining on hand (of $2,900,000) is larger than was anficipated. It
is estimated that the sum of $500,000, in addition to the funds now
available, can be profitably expended during the fiscal year 1920 in con-
tinuing the required maintenance and new work under existing projects.

And yet, although the engineers only asked for $500,000, with
$2,900,000 on hand, the committee is adding $2,500,000 in this
bill.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am willing to concede that we are not
at war and that the engineers’ report for $500,000 may have
been founded on that basis; but the conditions of the Treasury
are no different. We are going to raise the funds in the same
way that we would have raised them then,

And if the Army engineers at that time thought it sufficient,
with $2,900,000 on hand, to add £500,000 more, it seems to me
that the committee, in adding $2,000,000 to that amount, is
Jargely burdening this bill with a very big item.

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. In just a moment. Now, I realize that this is
a large port. I realize that the gentleman from Philadelphia,
Mr. Moorg, who is a very industrious and eloquent Member, is
very anxious about this, and that other Members are; but let
me say, it is the largest one item that has been added in this
bill, and with the Schuylkill River, adding $600,000 to that, al-
though they have expended only gome $1,500, I think =o far, it is
$2,500,000 added to this bill over the report made by the engi-
neers to the committee, as shown by the books of the committee.

Mr. DUPRE. I want to ask the gentleman if he has read
page 25 of the hearings, where Gen. Taylor, who represented the
Chief of Engineers, himself suggested this increase?

Mr. FREAR. I have no doubt you can get the engineers to
suggest anything; but here is the report made by the Chief of
Engineers, and that is the report that is official, and he says
that $500,000, in addition to the $2,500,000, is all that is neces-
sary. Yet the committee has added $2,000,000, making about
$5,500,000 for the Delaware River. Now, I suggest that this is
a different kind of an item, and as it appeared here 1 thought
it was proper to present to the House at this time in order to
show the significance of such methods of preparation of the
bill. Of ecourse, you can say it is important, but I ean not un-
derstand how, with that large amount of money on hand, more
than has ever been held on hand for that river before, this
large appropriation is added.

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, I think it proper, just after the
gentleman from Wisconsin has concluded, to read from the hear-
ings, It has been suggested that possibly the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr, Frear] has not attended all the meetings of the
committee; but I want to say that he has been very attentive in
his presence. But possibly he does not recall, or may not
want to recall, some of the things that took place there, 1 read
from page 25 of the hearings:

The CHAIRMAN. The next is Delaware River, from Philadelphia to the
eea, for which $500,000 is submitted as an estimate for further improve-
ment. Is that all that can profitably be used during the next year on
that great river?

Gen Tayronr. I think not, sir, under the existing conditions. The
original estimate by the district engineer was but in view
of the conditions that existed at the time the submitted
to Congress—

That is when we were at war—

we cut this down to $500,000. With chan conditions, with the
armistice having been signed and the probabilities of additional plant
becoming available in the near future, 1 would recommend that that be
put back to the original amount—$2,500,000.

So spoke Gen. Taylor, assistant fo the Chief of Engineers.
That is all I want to say in reply to the gentleman from Wis-
consin.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
ready to have the Clerk read.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Schuylkill River, Pa. : Continuing improvement, £1,000,000,
~ Mr.- FREAR. Mpr. Chairman, I move to strike out the-jast:
word. -1 just want to call-the attention of the House to the

$2,5600,000,
estimate was

Mr, Chairman, I think we are

Jdimportant branch of the Delaware River.

answer, and the only answer, that has been made here—that
after the Chief of Engineers and the Army board have passed
upon this item and have recommended the amount of $500,000
the chairman of the River and Harbor Committee, nccording to
the hearings, says:

Is that all that can profitably be used during the next year on that
great river?

And with that invitation Gen. Taylor said, “ Oh, as long as
the war is over, we can put in the full amount,” and to the
$500,000 is added $2,000,000. That one statement of Gen.
Taylor is allowed to set aside not only the views of Members
as to public economy but the view of the Board of Engineers,
according to the reports sent here for our guidance.

Mr. DUPRE. Referring to the Schuylkill River, which has
just been referred to by the gentleman from Wisconsin, I
think it is proper to proceed in the way that I have before
and to call attention to the difference between the gentleman
from Wisconsin and the Chief of Engineers, or his representa-
tive, and to the difference between the gentleman and the rec-
ord as made up in the committee, I read from the hearings, at
page 26G:

The CHAIRMAN., The next item is Schuylkill River. The estimate
there is $400,000. Have yon any modification?

Now, the gentleman said that the chairman of the committee
had extended an invitation to Gen. Taylor, which he evidently
accepted. Personally, I resent that imputation on Gen. Taylor;
but I will read Gen. Taylor's reply :

Gen, Tayrom, I recommend that that be increased to $1,000,000.
That estimate of $400,000 was submitted under the same conditions
exactly as the Delaware River, when we were doubtful about being able
to get dredges, and we put In the minimum that we could get along
with, and we now think we will be able to obtain dredges, and that is
a very Iimportant project.

And he goes on to state what the project is. I just mention
that for the benefit of the House, to show how the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors acted in making up this bill, which
seems to have aroused so much of the opposition of the gentle-
man from Wisconsin,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr., Chairman, much of the
foreign and domestic commerce that comes info and goes out of
the Delaware River arises on the Schuylkill. That is a very
It is unquestionably
one of the largest oil-shipping ports in the United States. Just
for the information of the House, before this item is passed, I
wish to say that the reports of the engineers show that the
value of foreign exports from these rivers last year was $501,-
000,000, I think I can say without fear of contradiction that
the port of Philadelphia, of which the Schuylkill River is o
part, has come to be the second port of the United States. I do
not say that with a view of arousing contention, but that is the
fact. Upon the Delaware River, in the vicinity of the Schuyl-
kill River, we have very many shipyards upon which the Gov-
ernment is now dependent. There are on the Delaware River,
from Trenton down to Wilmington and below, 27 shipyards at
the present time. There are 9 docks and 179 shipbuilding ways.
At these yards are employed 80,000 men. The revenue collected .
by the Government at the customhouse in Philadelphia for the
port of Philadelphia for the past year is a little more than
$14,000,000. That was due to the fact that our exports were
heavier than our imports, and to other conditions which I need
not explain at the present time. Prior to 1913 it was usnal for
the port of Philadelphia to collect from the shipping that came
into that port for the revenue of this Government as high as
$21,000,000. It has fallen ofi during the war because of ihe
difference between the imports and exports and the laws. I
mention the fact, however, to show that while Congress is pro-
posing to appropriate $2,500,000 to build a project that has not
been worked upon during the war, and $1,000,000 toward bring-
ing the Schuylkill up to date, the Government of the United
States is getting its appropriation back tenfold, and that is one
of the methods by which the revenue of the Government is
raised. I am aware that some gentlemen say that that is not a
fair contention, but I assume that if the waterway is working
and bringing revenue to the Government it is mighty good in-
vestment on the part of the Government to spend probably 5 or
10 per cent in order to get that revenue.

Mr. GALLAGHER, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-

mous consent to extend his remarks in the Reconn, Is .there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, T ask unanimous conseit that

all debate on this puragraph and amendments therelo close in
five minutes. s
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The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that all debate on the paragraph and amend-
ments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania about the port of Philadelphia, I want
to have read in my time an editorial from the Baltimore Ameri-
ecan of December 16, 1918, which may enlighten the gentleman
from Pennsylvania and some others as to the port of Philadel-
phia.

The Clerk read as follows:

A BIT OF PORT NEWS, A

According to a statement in the Philadelphla Ledger, Maj. Gen.
Goethals told Mayor Smith, of Philadelphia, a few days ago that the
Government - will "discontinue the use of Philadelphia’ as a_ port for
handling Army supplics, as likewise Boston and Newport News, and
that all such shipments hereafter will be made from New York, 1ti-
more, and Charleston. The reason given by Gen. Goethals to the Phila-
delphia mayor for discontinuing the use of that port is that experience

s shown that the rest of handling Arn& supplies for shipment from
Philadelphia and Boston is greater than the corresponding cost as per-
taining to Paltimore and New York.

The Quartermaster's De{mrtment has, by actual tests, proven what was
apparent on the face of things, namely, that Baltimore has an advantage
in interfor connections and develo harbor facllities which constitn
an economic advantage in the bandling of export trade. The state-
ment made to the I’hiladelphia mayor by the quartermaster general
will doubtless be a very cold douch for Quakertown, for there has been
much talk recently in shipping circles along the Delaware about making
the Delaware River port a hot rival to New York in respect to foreign

commerce.

Generally speaking, seaports are born and not made. Baltimore, we
believe, is one of the born world perts. It has a harbor layout upon a
grand scale egualed by few other ports, excelled by none. And it has
three systems of dockage ferminals functioning in connection with three
extensive rallroad systems. It is not to be overlooked that the Western
Maryland is in alliance with the New York and that the

_shortest port connection for that system for interior business ls at
Baltimore.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Cooper, Salem, Cohansey, and Maurice Rivers, Woodbury, Mantua,
Raccoon, Oldmans, and Alloway Creeks, N. J.: Completing improvement
of Rlaccoon Creek in accordance with the report submitted in
Document No. 800, Sixty-third Congress, second session, $39,770.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word. No one rejoices more than I do that Balti-
more has come to the front. [Laughter.] It is a growing
city and extremely popular for a while. It will continue to be
popular in Washington and elsewhere until the end of the wet
senson. [Laughter.] This may account to a certain extent
for the exuberunce of the editorial writer from whom my
friend from Maryland has quoted. All the editorial writer has
said is not exactly in accordance with the facts. We glory in
Philadelphia, now that we occupy the second place amongst the
ports of the United States, in the gradual advancement that is
being made by our neighbor. We have been working hand in
hand so far as we could, except occasionally we have found
‘by reason of the activity of Baltimore's mayor and the energy
of Baltimore's Congressmen that they have slipped a few things
over on us. [Laughter.]

It is a good thing to have this sort of rivalry along the coast.
It is not pleasant to find an Army officer permitting himself
‘to be quoted in faver of one port against another, because if we
consult the Constitution of the United States we find that no
one port is permitted to have a preference over any other port.
Natural conditions prevail to the advantage of some ports, and
social conditions, as in the case of Baltimore, sometimes give
an undue advantage to a city.

But the fact is, Mr. Chairman, the controversy between Gen.
Goethals and the mayor of Philadelphia, referred to by the Bal-
timore editor, is not fairly stated. There has been a contro-
versy between the mayor, the Secretary of the Navy, and the
Secretary of War because of certain conditions in Philadelphia
due to an overflow from the city of Baltimore. [Laughter.]
What prevails at Baltimore seems to be sweeping over into
Philadelphia, with the result that the mayor has been obliged
to take the matter up with the Secretary of War and the Secre-
tary of the Navy, and in the due course of time the responsi-
bility will be fixed and the invasion will be suppressed.
[Laughter.]

But I wish at this time to take advantage of a part of my
five minutes to say that I have certain communications from
Gen. Goethals and others in respect to the controversy which
I would like to put in the Recorp, ns they completely refute
the statement of the editor that Baltimore has taken the second
place from Philadelphia. I ask unanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the REcorp.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Philadelphin nasks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorn. Is
there objection? :

There was no objection.

House

Mr. LINTHICUMs Mr. Chairman, there is a very pleasant
rivalry between Philadelphia and Baltimore, and Baltimoreans
love Philadelphia just the same as the Philadelphians love
Baltimore. When it comes to the question of particular facill-
ties and cheapness of transportation from Baltimore with the
Central West, Baltimore has it all over Philadelphia. As to the
hospitality and the wet goods of Baltimore at this time, I want
to say that we do sell squirrel whisky, which makes a fellow
Jump around a little, but we do not sell, as they do in Philadels
phia, a brand called Eagle whisky, which makes him fairly fly.

The Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy told the
mayor of Philadelphia that if he did not clean up a little he
would have to do It for him. T think that is the matter the
gentleman refers to. The Secretary of War or the Navy has
never had to tell Baltimoreans that we keep clean.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I was willing to submit to two
interjections by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. LiNtHICUM ]
because a few moments ago he raised the point that we were not
discussing the particular project, and I wanted to see how far
afield he was willing to go. -

Mr. LINTHICUM. I have been discussing port facilities.

Mr. FREAR. The port of Philadelphia is not in controversy.

Mr, SMALL, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield, so that
I may make a request?

Mr. FREAR., Yes

Mr, SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
debate upon this paragraph and all amendments thereto close
in five minutes.

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have
minutes, -

Mr. SMALL. Very well ; make it 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. Mr, Chairman, the interesting part of the dis-
cussion by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Durr£] and also
by the gentleman from Pennsylvanin [Mr. Moorg] in regard to
Schuylkill River is of no awvail, because I made no suggestion
about the Schuylkill. I was discussing the Delaware River, and
they both jumped to the Schuylkill immediately. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] rightly says that Philadelphia
has a large item of $14,000,000 which is received every year and
goes into the Government Treasury. That is a large amount
of money, but they have some large shipyards down there. Thnt
is also troe; but the gentleman fails to tell us that there is to be
taken from the Government Treasury over $34,000,000 to make
up a shortage in the Hog Island shipyard proposition that no
one can explain, and that is right in sight of Philadelphia, so
that this money in the Treasury can not all be used for carrying
on this waterway, when we have to pay for a shortage in the
Treasury that comes from that immediate neighborhood.
nﬁzir' MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is going a little

1d.

Mr. FREAR. I will yield later, but I svant to get back now to
Raccoon Creek.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Butf the gentleman has made a
charge.

Mr. FREAR. I know; and the gentleman can answer it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have no time, beeause the
time has been fixed.

Mr. FREATR. Mr. Chairman, I object to being interrupted,
becanse I have not the time.

Mr. MOORE of Peunsylvania,
time.

Mr. FREAR. Why, certainly that is all right. I would not
make any charge at all that I would not want the gentleman
to answer if he can. I am now referring to Raccoon Creek.
Raccoon Creek is an important proposition. It gets $39,000 in
this bill. It has lost over 80 per cent of its commerce within
four years, and half of that important commerce was manure.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is going out to Wisconsin
to fertilize the land out there.

Mr, FREAR. Obh, no; we do not need it. We grow things
without it there. I'nge 5 of the report says that the traflic
of the stream is carried by gnsoline boats and barges, and by one
steamboat plying daily between Bridgeport and Philadelphia ; but
before that let me throw a little light on this Philadelphia situa-
tion, In the Washington Star of January 3 there is a reference
to a Government investigntion of alleged diserimination against
Philadelphia as a port for overseas trade and for disembarka-
tion of troops, and we find it reported that Philadelphia and
Boston alone of all of the principal ports in the country have
not been represented upon the shipping control committee of the
United States Shipping Board, notwithstanding such representa-
tion has been earnestly urged, and that neither of these ports
has received what it believes to be its proper allotment of Gov-

five

Then I shall have to take some
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eranient. overseas trade. . In other weords; the disembarkation

of troops must await-until Philadelphia has been given its fair
proportion and Baltimore its- fair proportion with Boston and
New York. Oh, no; that is not the purpose, and if that is the
suggestion in this report it is a mistake, But let us get back
to Raccoon Creek. There is reported a small fonnage, with
drafts between 4 and 6 feet. The traflic of the streanm: is car-
ried by gasoline boats and barges and by an occasional steam
tug. A greater width at bottom than 40 feet would be imprac-
ticable, it is said, without endangering the stability of the banks.
On page 7 of the report I read:

The stream is tortuous ‘n its course, but can not be mlvsntaigounly
straightened by cutting off polnis or shortened hy makqu cut-offg, be-
cause the meadows along the banks have been protected by levees and
have been reclaimed to a greater extent than on any other stream in the
district Instead of the worthless marsh land wsually acquired for cut-
offs valuable farm lands would be destroyed and the price would be ont
of proportion to the benefit expected.

Alr, Chairman, here is little Raccoon Creek, and the committee
has put this in for $39,000, in addition to all the money that has
been spent on the creek, which lost 80 per cent of its commerce
during the last four years. Thut is a proposition added to this
bill by the committee.

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear], I want to say that Raccoon Creek,
I suppose, would be spoken of as a river in his district, because
it is a large stream. It carries one of the largest volumes of
commerce of any tributary of the Delaware River. The Board
of Engineers in 1913 reported that there was un average daily
tonnage of about 4,923 tons; that in 1912 the commerce amounted
to 92,688 short tons, valued at $1,163,700. There are 21 landings
and wharves used, and I think 34 beats ply the siream. The
farmers use it almost entirely to ship their prodnets to Phila-
delphia, Chester, Wilmington, and Baltimore. There is more
farm produece shipped from the city of Swedesboro, on this creek,
than from any other one point in the State of New Jersey.
Produee also goes to New York and Boston, but that freight
goes by rail.

This provision is for a jetty at the mouth of the creek; it has
been highly recommended by the Board of Engineers and it was
in a river and harbeor bill which passed this House and died in
the Senate. I am surprised that the gentleman makes this at-
tack upon an item for the improvement of a creek which is doing
business for the benefit of the farmers in south Jersey.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin, Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. BROWNING. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that there is
only one railroad running down to serve this farming country?

Mr. BROWNING. There is but one.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not a faet that if this
stream were not open so that the farmers could get to it by
boat they would have to pay the highest possible freight rates?

Mr. BROWNING. There is no doubt about that.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. Is it not true that if they had
to do that the price of living would go up to all of those who
purchase these food products?

Mr. BROWNING. Certainly.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Why did the Lord ever arrange
that the Delaware River should have tributaries so that the
farmers could get to it? Can the gentleman answer that?

Mr. BROWNING. I do not know.

The Clerk read as follows:

Cold Spring and Absecon Inlets, Absecon and Tuckerton Creeks, and
Toms River, N. J.: For maintenance, $20,000,

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the words “Absecon Inlets,” in line 6.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. KExxEpY of Towa moves to amend page G, line 6, by striking out
the words: “Absecon Inlets."”

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, I want to eall the
attention of the chairman of the committee to the fact that the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors refused to allow an esti-
mate for maintenance of $30,000 for Absecon Inlet. Now, under
this policy of grouping projects in a district for maintenance
of projects the engineers could use any or all of this $20,000
at Absecon Inlet. It seems to me that to carry out the inten-
tion of the committee these words should be stricken out.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania, Mr. Chairman, I sincerely
trust that the motion made by the gentleman from Towa will
not prevail. The gentleman who represents the distriet in
which this inlet iz, Mr. BacHarAcH, has been called away
by illness. I know that he sincerely desires that this item shall
stand as written, and as it is for maintenance I see no reason
why it should not stand. Absecon Inlet is an inlet at Atlantic

Oityy No J.; the great coast plnyground-of the world, and efforts
have- been made there for years to establish boat lines, and
they have heen- established, and they were running up until
the war. Efforts fo establish a 12-foot channel were made,
and were successfully made. That channel is outside where
the sea sweeps back and forth and tides flow, and it is very
difficult to maintain it. Any gentleman who has been to
Atlantie City amd gone up to the inlet and out on one of the
pleasure craft will understand the difficulties of this proposi-
tion. There is a harbor there, and there is every reason why
commerce should be encouraged to go there. There is no other
way to get there except by rail, and that is very expensive in
these times. To strike out this item and leave Cold Spring
Harbor in would simply mean to cut out Atlantic City.

Mr, KENNEDY of Iowa. Does the gentleman think the Gov-
ernmment is justified in spending $40,000 a year there, which it
has been doing for four or five vears?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The item is for the main-
tenance of Cold Spring, Absecon Inlet, Absecon and Tuckerton
Creeks, anid Toms River, N. I, not for Absecon alone.

Mr. EENNEDY of Iowa. I am not asking to strike out the
appropriation; I am asking to strike out the words “Absecon
Inlet,” because there is no commerce there that requires con-
tinuing the work.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. I beg the gentleman's pardon.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. There is no commerece; there are
no stenmboats, It is a channel made by a sea-going dredge.
The dredge is the only boat to be seen in the channel.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. I know stenmboats were run-
ning from Philadelphin into Atlantie City

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. When? :

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Some time before the war.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. There have been no steamboals
there for two years. We are spending $40,000 per year wearing
out a dredge and getting absolutely no returns in the way of
commerce. )

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. “That substantiates my state-
ment.

Alr. KENNEDY of Towa. I eall attention to this faet——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If I mistake nof, because I
have not followed this matter closely, T saw it announced re-
cently that a steamboat line had been started by some business
men to connect with New York.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. If that is true the dredge could be
put in commission again, but there is no occasion for doing work
there at present. It has developed no commerce.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Let me call the gentleman's
attention to the fact that a large appropriation has been made
for Pollock Rip Shoals, out in the open sea, which the gentleman
and I both supported and which the committee approved, where
the sea sweeps back and forth and where there is a possibility
always that maintenance will have to be provided.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iewa. Yes; but there are millions of tons
of commerce passing through Pollock Rip Channel.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is frue, and I approve the
appropriation and would fight for if, because I believe it to be
necessary ; but the geographical conditions are substantially the
same as to the ebb and flow of the tide and the possibility of
filling in the channel. Why, you might as well say that a house
would keep clean forever without sweeping as to say that an
inlet that the sea breaks over back and forth would keep open
without assistance.

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. If there is any commerce that is
using it now, the engineers do not know it. :

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There are hundreds of boats
at Atlantic City using this inlet——

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, that
is not the case. I was over there a year ago last spring and
T talked with fishermen and also with the people working on
this dredge, and they said there was absolutely no use for that
channel except for the sailboat that took people from Atlantic
City out over the bar and back.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Epmonps] hands me a report showing that in 1914
there was an increase in commerce at this point from 27500
tons in 1913 to 30,500 tons, so why close it up, why stop business
that has just started after this vast expenditure?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. The commerce that they
there does not use the channel the dredge is maintaining.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman again calls
attention to the value, showing that the commerce advanced
from $1,700,000 to $1,800,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman hns expired.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I think pérhaps there iz no
difference between the gentleman from Iowa and myself. It

have
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is only a question of how such mutual purpose shall best be car-
ried out. What the gentleman has in mind, as I understand, is
to provide that no part of this $20,000 shall be spent on Absecon
Inlet ; but I do not think that ought to be accomplished by strik-
ing out *Absecon Inlet " from the bill, because there is available,
or was on July 1, 1918, $20,000. The words “ Absecon Inlet”
may remain in the bill. T will ask the gentleman if this pro-
viso, which I will read, would not aceomplish the purpose he has
in mind : Strike out the period at the end of line 8, insert a colon,
and add the following: “Provided, That no part of the funds
herein appropriated shall be expended on Absecon Inlet.”

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. That it the purpose I seek to ac-
complish. I aceept the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman withdraw his amend-
ment?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa.
amendinent.

Mr., MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask whether that does not
contemplate the abandonment of the maintenance at that point?

Mr. SMALL., I will say to the gentleman, pending the read-
ing of the amendment, that Absecon Inlet has been discussed by
the committee a great many times. The original improvement
was taken up as an experiment, and with the assurance that the
commercial interests of Atlantic City and other localities would
see that n commerce was established between Atlantic City by
water and other points. There is no such commerce to and
from Atlantic City through the inlet.

The commerce is confined to small fishing boats and pleasure
boats, and for their purposes it is not necessary to maintain a
deeper channpel than would exist naturally.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That involves commerce, as I
stated, and it involves the saving of life.

Mr. SMALL. There is no need of any further improvement
for these pleasure boats or these fishing boats. There was a
stenmer placed in service at one time between Atlantic City and
New York, I think, but that service has been withdrawn for
some time, And my understanding is that there is at present
no commerce by steanmboat of any size between Atlantic City
and any ether point.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
what becomes of the dredge?

Mr. SMALL. The demand for dredges is so great it can be
used in other improvements.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
for some time.

Mr. SMALL. That is probably true.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. Has the inlet been going
back?

AMyr. SMALL. Up to this time the project depth has been
maintained, and will be so long as the available funds will per-
mit. The committee concluded that the existing commerce did
not justify further appropriations. Under the general provi-
sions of the law the dredge formerly used on this project may
be diverted for other improvements. -

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, in view of the
amendment offered by the chairmuan of the committee, which
serves the purpose I have in mind, I withdraw my amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KENNEDY]
asks unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment. 1Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gen-
tleman from North Carolina offers an amendment, which the
Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 6, line 8, strlke out the period at the end of line 8, insert a
colon, and the following:

“Provided, That no part of the funds hereln appropriated shall be
expended on Absecon Inlet.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Sararyr].

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The (lerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Appoquinimink, Smyrna, Leipeie, Little, St. Jones, Murderkill, Mis-
pillion. and Broadkill Rivers, 1. : For malntenance, $10,000; for im-

rovement of Mispillion River in accordance with the report submitted
n House Document No. 678, Sixty-second Congress, second session, ex-
cept that part of sald Improvement known as Cut-off No. 2, which 1s
hereby eliminated from said project, $70,400: Provided, That no ex-
pense shall be incurred by the Unlted States for a uiring any lands
required for the purpose of this improvement ; in all, ggo,ano.

Mr. FREAR, Mryr. Chairman, I move {o strike out the last
word. In addition to $219,000 or more that has been spent upon
this little creek, or river, as it may be called, the Mispillion, this
bill carries $70,400. Let me say in.reply to the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. Beownsisa], who talked just a few minutes ago,
and who questioned whether or not we had a transportation
waterway out there, that the greatest river in the world passes

Noj; I accept the amendment to my

May I ask the gentleman

It has not been working there

by my distriet, and I think most of the money spent on it has

been wasted. We have a port that carries 52,000,000 tons, or

practically twice what Philadelphia carried last year.

RiBl:tl: I want to address myself, if I may, to the Mispillion
ver,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. My rising, Mr, Chairman, seems to be a signal
for interruptions. I trust I am not, intentionally, at any rate,
intruding on any of these projects belonging to the gentleman,
but I want to talk about the Mispillion River now.

The district officer presents a project for the improvement of
the Mispillion River. Understand that this project was in the
1914 bill, which was defeated. Now it is up here again. It
was the same kind of a project. It has not changed at all, and
it is not improved at all, but we have lost 40 per eent of the
commerce we had at that time,

I am reading from page 4:

The improvement now desired and needed is the making of a number
of cut-offs in the river to shorten the distance between Milford and
Delaware Bay, the elimination of some sharp bends, and the increase in
depth across the flats to 6 feet at mean low water to conform to the
project depth in the river—

And so on. And then down further it says:

The Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia branch of the Pennsylvania
Railroad passes through the town and shares with the river the trans-
portation of the town and vicinity.

Of course, the suggestion was made that the railroads are
held down in their prices by the waterways. That is not so,
unless you have a railroad commission that will hold them down
to a reasonable expense. Why should the Government be con-
tinuously putting money in there on the theory that it is going
to affect freight rates? That was once a common argument, but
it has been exploded now, Mr. Chairman, and it is not indulged
in in these debates, and particularly it is not indulged in by the
Army engineers, who now make their recommendations on a
different basis.

I am reading from page 4 again. I read:

There are no public wharves on the Mispillion, but all the private
wharves are free to those who wish to use them, and ce along the
river bank is too abundant to permit of any monopolizing of the ter-
minal faecilities.

Notwithstanding this money that has been expended—over
$200, ere is not a public wharf on that stream yet; and
in order to shorten the distance up to Medford—that is the pur-
pose here—for these people who do not contribute a nickel to-
ward this project, we are asked to give $70,000 more, in nddi-
tion to the $200,000, to be derived from the sale of liberty bonds.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Inland waterway from Delaware River to Chesapeake Bay, Del. and
Md.: For improvement to a depth of 12 feet at mean low water, in
accordance with the report submitted in House Document No. 96,
Bixty-third Congress, first session, $3,000,000: Provided, That of the
foregulng amount so much as shall be necessary, not to exceed $2,514,-
280.70, may be paid for the purchase of the existing Chesapeake &
Delaware Canal and all the property, rights of property, franchises,
and aﬁrtemnces used or acquired for use In connectlon therewith or
appertaining thereto.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina offers
an amendment, whieli the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment offered by Mr. Smarn: Page 7, strike out the
words * the purchase of " at the end of line 7.

Mr. SMALL. T will explain the purpose of this amendment.
Condemnation proceedings are now pending for the acquirement
of this property, and they were pending when the agreement
was made, about a month ago, as to the purchase price of the
property. It is quite probable, in the opinion of the Chief of
Engineers and the Department of Justice, that it may trans-
pire that the best way to obtain title so as to quiet any out-
standing claims would be to have the condemnation proceedings
continue in a friendly way to an award and final judgment;
and that being true, the words * for the purchase of ” ought to
be stricken out, so that it will read “may be paid for the
existing Chesapeake & Delaware Canal.”

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would the effect of the gen-
tleman's amendment be to leave open the condemnation pro-
ceedings in the event there should still be any differences be-
tween the Government and the owner?

Mr. SMALL. It leaves it entirely in the discretion of the
Secretary of War, to acquire it either by purchase and the
execution of proper instruments or by pursuing the condemna-
tion proceedings, as may be deemed desirable,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin, In other words, there will be
two strings to the how?

Mr. SMALL. Yes,
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The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on.ngreeing to 'the amend- |
ment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina.

The amendment was agreed to. 1

Mr, FREAR. AMr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last|
word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to |
strike out the last word.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, T would not pass over this
item in this quiet way, but

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
debate the item?

Mr. FREAR. Yes. !

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. I am very glad to hear it. We
didl not expeet the gentleman to pass over it. {

Mr. FREAR. And the House would be indebted to ‘the gentle-
man from Philadelphia without n motion on my part to strike |
out the last word. T hold in my hand Document 196. That ‘is |
of the Sixty-third Congress, first session. This is for $3,000,000 |
for a bankrupt canal. That is only for the first payment. ¥ou |
are going to have $12,000,000 or $15,000,000 or possibly $20,-
000,000 to pay for n 13-mile eanal, 25 feet deep or over, to con- |
nect the Chesapeake with the Delaware River. It will even-
tually amount to that. :

Col. Bixby recommends the Raritan, running across New
Jersey. That is to cost $45,000,000 if you put it at a 25-foot
depth. That is in the same document as the one in which he!
recommends the 13-mfle canal we are now discussing,.

Mr. Chairman, we have had this project before us for many
vears. When it was originally built the Government put $450,-
000 into that canal. Now the Government is to buy it eutright, |
‘to spend §3,000,000 in this bill, and peossibly $10,000,000 or $15,-
000,000 or $20,000,000 eventually to get the deep channel that.
they want in order to connect Philadelphia with Baltimore.
They will come in here with the recominendations of the Chief
of Engineers nnd the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the;
Navy to show why it is needed for naval protection, so that our
‘Breat battleships can run in and out, so that no hostile vessel
can come across the seas and catch them. [Laughter.] It s,
needed ‘also, it is said, for the transportation for troops at the |
rate of 4 miles an hour, in order that the troops may be trans- |
ported from Washington to Baltimore. That is from the engi-|
neers.

There is a little commerce there, a small commerece; but for!
this $3,000,000 you will assess the people of the Hawaiian|
Islands and compel them in part to pay, and the people of San-
dusky and the people of every harbor out in the State of Oregon |
and the State of Washington, and say they shall ipay half or a
large contribution toward the improvement of their projects. |

Why do we say, * We will give to Pennsylvania and Baltimore
‘$3.000,000 in this bill and follow it up with an unlimited,
amount—any amount you c¢hoose to put in, depending on the|
width of the canal and the depth ™ without asking for contribu-|
tion? 3

Mr. Chairman, I have moved to strike out this item many,
times. Itis no better and no worse than many other items. But
my distinguished friend here from Philadelphia, Mr. Moogg,
with his eloguence can almost convince a man against his will
concerning the merits of n proposition, and no doubt he will do |
it with respect to this. The Government paid $450,000 origi-|
mally, and now when the company is bankrupt, when the bonds|
‘are worth only 68 cents on the dollar and the stocks are value-|
Jess—and ‘the stocks and bonds are all practically held by the
city ‘of Philadelphin—we are to buy it. I do mot care to discuss’
‘or to criticize it any more. 1 have done so time and time again,
many times. As my good friend from Illinois [Mr. Mappex] '
once said, it is to take the seasickness out of the sea in going
from Baltimore to Philadelphia, a delightful trip to take.
[Laughter.] Of course, lives have been lost in going from Balti-
more to Philadelphia by water, but Christopher Columbus in a
comparatively small boat erossed the ocean several times. He,
was never afraid, and yet we must have a 13-mile canal‘between
Baltimore and Philadelphia in order to make them more acces-
sible to each other. The people over there want it. The people
who own the stocks and bonds of this company want it. But I
feel that they should make some eontribution first of all.

Now, we are going to have the proposition elucidated with
more eloquence by the gentleman from Pennsylvania than by
‘anyone else who could attempt it. He has brought out ‘a map
illustrating the course of '‘the canal. T suggest this to the gentle-
man, that all the while he is speaking on this subject the people |
who are to pay for this are the people not only of my State but
the people of every State in the Union, and we will have to buy
Iiberty ‘bonds to build this Chesapeake & Delaware Canal, and
we are now facing $18,000,000,000 ihdebtedness in order ‘to buy |

The gentleman ‘intends ‘to

|| know what Pennsylvania is getfing out of this.

this cannl .and meet other expenses. . [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon-

| sin has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I intend to
give the gentieman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] the surprise of

{| ‘his life. He has been so generous in his adulation of this proj-

ect that T feel that I ought not to take up the time of the House
to answer him. [Applause and laughter.] To be sure, there
have been one or two misstatements; T will not be so severe on
the genfleman as the chairman of ‘the committee is at times,
'becnuse they love ‘each ‘other in ‘the House and in comuiittee;

/| but several of ‘the gentleman’s statements are so utterly at vari-

ance with the—I will not say that [laughter]; but some things
that the gentleman said so lack knowledge and information

| that I feel I would like to extend my remarks on this subject,

I ask unanimous consent to-do so. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks. Is there objection?

Mr. MADDEN. Reserving the right to object, I think the
gentleman is so eloquent, so full of facts, so full of oratory, and
80 Tull of jokes, and that the subject matter of his speech is so
well portrayed on the map that tears are dropping down from
‘the clouds on certain parts of the map. [Laughter.]

AMr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. The map speaks for itself.

Mr, MADDEN. And it cries to itself. [Lamghter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. ‘Oh, no.

Mr, MADDEN. I am inclined to object to the request for an
extension of remarks :on the part of the gentleman, and insist
‘that his remarks be uttered on the floor. I do not like to have
gentlemen make these speeches under cover, so I ask 'that the
gentleman from Pennsylvania may be given 15 minutes in which
to utter his remarks, so that we can hear what he says instead
of having them hidden away in the REcorp,

The ‘CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois nsks ununi-
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania may pro-
ceed for 15 minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to say that a man con-
vinced against his will is of the same opinion still. I feel that I
ought not to say anything on this subject, Important though
it be.

Mr, FOCHT. Mz, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 1 yield.to the gentleman.

Mr. FOCHT. The gentleman knows that I come from Penn-
sylvania and that I have served in public bodies up there. We
have always been pretty liberal up there to encourage many
enterprises, This, I understand, is what is called a “ pork-
‘barrel bill,” is it not?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Sunch bills have been so called.
I think the gentleman has been in error about the facts some-
times. ] .

Mr. FOCHT. T am very liberal by my vote, and T do not
want to have any conscientious scruples. I should just like to
[Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If you will listen to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] you will find that we are
getting more than $6,000,000 for * the vicinity of Philadelphia.”
I do not quite agree with him, because I believe every one of
these projects to 'be national projects.

Mr. FOCHT. Since allegations are being made by the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] that Pennsylvania is beins:
taken care of to that extent, I think possibly I will be able to
arrange matters with my conscience and vote for the bill,
[Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I welcome the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. Focar] into the fold. We are gradually
making converts for a worthy eause, and the longer we stay here
and the more persistent we are the more friends we have and the
more meritorious does our cause become,

Mr. FOCHT. Do you pot think that some other Member:
might make a similar acknowledgment?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think so.

Mr. FOCHT. And that possibly some of their enthusiasm is
inspired by the pork coming into their immediate neighborhood?

Mr. MOORE of Penunsylvania. The .genfleman from Wiseon-
sin has been so self-sacrificing regarding his own territory and
go condemnatory of his own rivers that sometimes I think it
might be well for other Menmbers to praise theirs.

AMr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I object to this Pennsylvania
colloguy. There are other States represented here besides Penu-
sylvania,

«Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvunia. Tllinois is always welcome in a
controversy of this kind, and New York likewise.

Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman seems to be earrying out his
first idea, of not saying anything about this project.
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is the fact, owing to
these interruptions. The gentleman is as lucid as usual.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I appreciate the compliment of
being invited to say something on this subject. It is one very
dear to me, and one in which I have come to believe thoroughly.
The agitation to accomplish this great work has extended over
the period of my entire term in Congress. I believe it to be of
national moment, or I would not stand here advocating it.

Much has been said about the extravagant expenditures of the
Government at the present time. River and harbor bills have
been inveighed against because of the allegation of-‘ pork.”
No one has contributed more to that unsavory reputation of river
and harbor bills than the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, FREAR]
and naturally it has brought responses and countercharges from
gentlemen who are interested in improvements of this sort. It
is not known generally that under the auspices of the waterways
association, of which I happen to be president, and which has
often been referred to by my friend from Wisconsin [Mr, FrEAR],
a waterway regiment was organized for service in France. I
have in hand a letter from one of the officers of that regiment
which to me contains a moral for the people of the United States
to heed. This letter comes from the Seine district in France,
and it leads me to say that the Rhine is not the only river in
Europe upon which there is a great barge traffic. Only a few
days ago we read that owing to the floods in the River Seine the
people of Paris were being shut off from food supplies; and I
stop to interpolate that every nation in Europe to-day is prepar-
ing to reconstruct or to construct canals for the purpose of carry-
ing food supplies and lessening freight costs. This is the only
country that has not been doing it extensively in recent years.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. WIill the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, I yield to the gentleman from
Towa.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman spoke of his long expe-
rience in this matter, Does he not think it has assumed a posi-
tion of greater importance at this time, in view of the extraor-
dinarily high freight rates which we have been having as the
result of the Government administration of the railroads?

AMr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think there is a great deal
in that statement. It is an argument that I would support.

Mr. MADDEN. I suppose the gentleman would not care to
have that particular controversy discussed just now?

Alr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would, because waterway
development was a part of {he railroad-control bill as it passed
this Congress, and instead of waterway development being en-
couraged, as it should have been encouraged, we discovered
that railroad management remained with the old railroad man-
agers, and substantially every movement to develop waterway
transportation, and to furnish competition, was not encouraged,
if it was not throttled.

_ Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. That is right.

Mr. MADDEN. Does the last statement of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania indicate that he is against the railroads be-
ing managed by those who have special knowledge of railroad
busginess? \

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am certainly not in favor of
Government ownership, and I believe the railroads should be
managed by men who are best able fo manage them and who
know the business. [Applause.] But I believe that when we
appropriated $500,000,000 to the Director General of Railroads
to take over the railroads of the country, and in that bill au-
thorized and directed him to take over the waterways and use
them, if the result of that has been that when the great State
of New York has spent more than $150,000,000 to build canals
to be of serviee to the people, upon which freight can be car-
riedd for less than it can be carried upon the railroads, it does
not become the administrator of the railroads under Govern-
ment direction to provide and insist that the freight charges
upon the waterways shall be equal to the freight charges upon
the railways.

Mr. SNYDER. I should like to make a suggestion on that.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanin. That is the reason I say that
in some instances it may be that water transportation has been
throttled by Government control of railroads.

Mr. SNYDER. The Rallroad Administration took over the
Erie Canal after the expenditure of $150,000,000 by the State of
New York, and then refused to have that canal used.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman's state-
ment is a fair one. The rates were to be forced up to equal
railroad rates.

Mr. MADDEN.
thing about the proposition that is delineated on the map.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will do that; and I think I
can convinee the gentleman in due course of time. Rut I want
to read about the American soldier boys in France who are
developing waterways there while we have been sitting idle,

telling that port te mind its own business.

I wish the gentleman would tell us some- |

refusing to make provision for new projects in the United
States:

We have American crews on towbeats and lmr;:t-s
or have hired from the English and French, and it 1
our flag on the river,
in this ri

that we bought
ooks gocd to see
Of course, we got started long after the Dritish
ver game and had to patch up old boats and improvise ways
and shops, repair old machinery, and do a lot of things late comers
usually have to do. It has been an interesting game so far, and never
Eﬁ%; imisl wlmt-.Americans can operate boats and barges with any of

As you know, these French and Belglan barges operating on the
canals of the first category are all of a standard dimension and are
approximately 250 tons displacement.

I read that much only to show the truth of the argument that
has been made here for a long while—these many years—that
these foreign countries have been utilizing waterways and
using them to the full while we have neglected ours. And the
gentleman from Illinois wants to know about this particular
proposition.

I want to deal with it in this way: Is it too expensive?
That is the proposition. That has been the sole objection to it
when all is considered. Too expensive! What is the proposi-
tion? Utilizing the natural waterways along the coast inside
the ocean line. Great steamships can go up along the. coast
when not interfered with by submarines, of course. They
could come and go here inside. If we had these waterways
open they could penetrate the very territory they are intended
to serve without rehandling of eargoes. It has been but a few
days since you read with intense enthusiasm of the President
of the United States riding on the deck of an ocean greyhound
up from the Mersey River to the city of Manchester, in Eng-
land, amidst the huzzas of the people along the way. The
people from the various towns saluted him and his trip ended
with grand acclaim in the center of that great manufacturing
city, 33 miles inland from the sea—just about the distance
from Trenton to New York, which we propose to utilize when
the upper part of the canal is authorized. Vessels carrying
beef from Chicago, vessels carrying wheat from the Dakotas,
vessels carrying cotton from the South, vessels from the ports
of Galveston and Savannah and New Orleans earrying food to
feed the people of Europe, providing them with raw material
for manufacture, go up the Mersey IRiver by the port of Liver-
pool to Manchester, thirty-three-odd miles away. Our own
President stood on the deck of an ocean steamer only a short
time ago—up through the fields of England into that inland ecity
of Manchester. I mention this because we have even superior
waterway facilities in the United States but have failed to take
advantage of our opportunities. :

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. Does the genileman recall whether or not
England as a country built that canal to Manchester, or did
the city of Manchester build it?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will tell the gentleman how
it was: Liverpool stood like a dog in the manger at the port,
one of those ports to which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.,
GarracaER] referred a little while ago, like those over yonder on
the coast, when he said, “ Give them all the money on the coast,
but nothing for inland waterways, because they have no boats.”
How, in the name of Heaven, could boats get to Manchester
or to our own inland ports if we do not give them the water to
get there? Here stood Liverpool on the coast barking like a
dog. You can get to Manchester; oh, yes; but through Liver-
pool—and then by rail—unload at Liverpool and pay the dif-
ference in freight on the railroad that will bring you up to
through railroad rates. Thus Liverpool could crush Manches-
ter. Manchester was compelled, as a matter of self-defense,
to contribute, and the board of trade of England helped, and
the result was that the canal was cut through, and now ships
laden with the meat products of the packers of Chicago pass
through to Manchester. I have seen them myself unload the
sides of beef at Manchester, on the dock 33—or maybe it is
86—miles from the sea, coming up by Liverpool and virtually
Manchester gets
the meat at the same rate that Liverpool does, and the brokers
in between are cut out of business. [Applause.] We could do
that here at a dozen different ports.

Gentlemen ridicule the proposition, not realizing that other
people are doing what we refuse to do. What is the proposi-
tion that the gentleman from Wisconsin says I am personally—
and I hope patriotically—interested in? It is to connect up a
part of the Delaware River, that has 27 shipyards on it this
very day, with the Chesapeake, that affords admission to Bal-
timore, and by this route [indicating on the map] to Wash-
ington and then down through here to Norfolk and Hampton
Roads to the South. Gentlemen ridicule it. They do not know
and will not understand, unless they inspect the situation for

-
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themselves., Time and again we have begged them, even chal-
lenged them, to come over and look at this geographical condi-
tion that God Almighty has laid down for us to avail ourselves
of. [Applause.]

The expense! The gentleman from Wisconsin worries—and
I say this in all kindness—worries about the cost of the Chesa-
peake & Delaware Canal—two and a half millions has been
agreed upon by the engineers.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vanli has expired.

My, MOORE of Pennsylvania.
timie.

Mr. GREENE 'of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I ask that
the gentleman's time be extended as much as he wants.

My, SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
his time be extended for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
monus consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
be extended for five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I shall not dis-
cuss whetlier there was a defaleation by a crooked officer of the
-company many, many years ago. That has absolutely nothing
to do with the value of this property. It does not affect the
standing of any bank to-day that one of its cashiers 25 years ago
robbed it of $100,000. What has that to do with the main propo-
sition? Gentlemen have used this argument from the beginning
of this discussion to destroy this project.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman name anyone who has done
that?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman himself has
called it a bankrupt canal, and he referred to it time and again
as such, and refers in the report to the fact of the defalcation.

Mr. FREAR. Yes; it is bankrupt, because for a number of
years they could not make expenses.

Mr. MOORE of Penunsylvania. That is where the gentleman
is wrong. The canal has been self-sustaining since its con-
struction and it pays 4 per cent on its bonds now and takes care
of its own improvements. These are the things that aggravate
when you come to discuss these matters. I shall put into the
Recorp the facts, beeause having heard these things hurled on
this floor so often I have had special inquiry made about this
concern back to the days of its construction in order to get the
exact truth and the facts might be ascertained. I propose to put
into the Recorp the facts, so that gentlemen here and elsewhere
may labor under no delusions that will affect the merits and the
truth.

Mr, ROBBINS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr, ROBBINS. Isnot this a great saving in distance between
Philadelphia and Baltimore?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; the difference between 90
and 325 miles between Philadelphia and Baltimore; but I would
prefer to put it this way: Say that it is a great saving in dis-
tance between this great manufacturing center of New England
[pointing] and this great productive center of the South. [Ap-
plause.]

And say this, that if that waterway is taken and worked at
a depth which is standardized, so that a man or a company can
know that his ships will go through without running on a sand
bar, or being lheld up somewhere in the night, a service will be
provided that will be as good as that of the railroads for heavy
freight and those raw materials that do not need speedy trans-
portation. And dealing with foodstuffs, just let me carry you
back to the spring after the worst winter through which we
ever passed. When the fertile fields of Florida were abloom,
when the orchards were full, when the rich grounds were pro-
ducing potatoes by the carload, when the people in the North
were being gouged at the highest prices, when the people of New
England and the soldier boys coming back from abroad were
being charged $1.50 a dozen for the oranges they begged and
craved for and which could not be had, it was because the rail-
roads had issued embargoes, saying they would not carry perish-
able freight, and because the submarines were outside and the
inland waterways were not available. You were told that
you must depend upon your own locality, that you people of the
great metropolis must get your fresh eggs from the henroosts
in the city of New York, that you must dig your potatoes out of
Broadway. The railroads could not earry them from Florida
or bring them in from Iowa, and they rotted and went to waste
where grown because neither the railways nor the waterways
could earry them. [Applause.]

Mr. GOOD. Alr. Chairnan,

I shall not ask for any more

will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORHE of Pennsylvania. Oh, my friends, it is broader
than the mere question of Philadelphia and Baltimore. It is
bigger than New York and Norfolk. It is a national, human-
izing, protective proposition. [Applause.] I yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa.

Mr. GOOD. The gentleman has referred to the earnings of
the canal. I would like to ask if he has the figures.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am not going to discuss thaf,
because it is so far afield from the main problem that it would
take up all of my time; but I shall put every line in the Recorp,
and I shall beg the gentleman to read it earefully.

Mr. GOOD. Can the gentleman tell us how many bonds are
outstanding? °

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The same amount that is men-
tioned in the report. All that is proposed to be paid for this
property is what is represented by bonds. All this so-called
worthless stock is to be disregarded; every old back debt is
cleaned up. The bonds that are payingz 4 per cent constitute the
value of the property as appraised, and the Government acknowl-
edges it.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. -

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman made a statement a few moments
ago, in response to a question of mine, to the effect that it had
been constantly referred to in respect to this defalcation by an
officer of the company. I asked him who made that statement,
and the gentleman suggested that we were all making it. Now
he makes the statement that that canal has been paying ex-
penses constantly. I call his attention to Document No. 215, which
is an official report, Fifty-ninth Congress, second session, wherein
it is shown that in T of the 12 years, according to the state-
ment, the official statement that was submitted, there was a
deficit in the handling of that canal.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. FREAR. That is not on the stock ; that'is on the bonds.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; they did not earn money
in those years, but they had a surplus from previous years or
earned enough in subsequent years to pay their way through.
Now, will the gentleman be satisfied? [Applause and laughter.]

Mr. Chairman, the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal state-
ment to which I referred, and which explains the financial oper-
ations of the company, is herewith submitted under leave to
print. The statement was prepared after careful research and
investigation by Mr. Wilfred H. Schoff, secretary of the Atlantic
Deeper Waterways Association. The information it contains
was taken from official documents,

It is as follows:

CHESAPEAKE & DELAWARE CANAL.

A statement from the Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, Phila-
delphia, Pa., December 30, 1918,

“ Pursuant to authority voted by Congress in the river and
harbor act of 1917, the War Department has negotiated with
the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal Co. for the purchase of the
existing Chesapeake & Delaware Canal at the price recoms-
mended by the Chief of Engineers, $2,514,280.70 (H. Doc. 391,
62d Cong., 2d sess, pp. 4 and 95, and H, Doc. 196, 63d Cong.,
1st sess., p. 6). These reports confirm the recommendations
made in 1907 by a commission appointed by the President of the
United States (8. Doc. 215, 59th Cong., 2d sess.).

“The Chesapeake & Delaware Canal forms the connecting
link between the Delaware River and Chesapeake Bay, and is an
essential part of the Atlantie intracoastal waterway system as
recommended by the War Department and in part adopted by
Congress through the purchase and partial completion of the
Chesapeake & Albemarle Canal, connecting Chesapeake Bay
with the North Carolina Sound and the Atlantic Ocean below
Cape Hatteras.

“The Chesapeake & Delaware Canal, if Congress shall ap-
prove the recommendations of the War Department, will be con-
verted into a tide-level canal of 12 feet depth and 90 feet bot-
tom width, these being the standard dimensions adopted on the
New York Barge Canal and for the modernized Federal water-
ways.

‘?Thc Chesapeake & Delaware Canal in recent years has
passed traffic averaging close to 1,000,000 tons per year. * In
this respect, it has maintained its usefulness and activity bet-
ter than others of the old small canals, its maximuimn tonnage in
1872 having been 1,818,772 tons. Army engineers and com-
mercial experts, who have studied the prospects of future com-
merce on an improved canal, predict for it an annual traflie
largely in excess of the present figures, more nearly approxi-
mating 5,000,000 tons per year.

“The main hindrance to increase of traflic on the existing
canal is its inadequate size, barges being limited to the dimen-
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sions of the locks, 24 feet by 220 feet by 10 feet. On the New
Yorx Barge Canal, where locks were unavoidable, the dimen-
sions adopted were 310 feet by 45 feet by 12 feet. The larger
size, under modern conditions of traflic, is found necessary, in
order to produce the economy of transportation which the mod-
ern barge affords.

“In answer to the natural inguiry how the price of §$2-
.114,289 70, recommended by the War Department, is arrived at,
it may be stated that this represents the amount for which the
canal property is mortgaged, $2,602,950, less certain securities
and other property held by the company, amounting to $8S-
060.30, the difference being $2,514,889.70.

“The amount of the mortgage, according to the annual re-
ports of the company, is considerably less than the actual cost
of the canal, and very much less than the present cost of re-
producing the canal property, even deducting the locks and
other structures which the Government will not use in complet-
ing its tide-level waterway over this route.

“A brief account of the formation and history of the eanal
company may be opportune, In the early years of our Republic
the improvement of the means of communication was recog-
nized to be the most vital issue before the people. All our early
stntesmen gave serious consideration to this problem. The la-
bors of De Witt Clinton toward bringing about the completion
of the Erie Canal are well known, but Americans of our time
are not all aware of the fact that the engineering experience
and the political foresight of George Washington were applied
with almost equal persistence to the formulation of plans and
the organization of companies for construction of ecanals and
improvement of waterways in other parts of the country.

“These were recognized to be matters of public importance,
and althongh in each case corporations were organized to un-
dertake the work, they were semipublie, officered as a rule by
men in publie life, and received public support. The Chesa-
peake & Delaware Canal Co. was of this sort. The surveys and
levels were first made in 1769 under the auspices of the Ameri-
can Philosophical Society., The years of the Revolution and of
the formation of the Republic were not auspicious for under-
taking large public works, but the influence of George Wash-
ington was extended in support of such work throughout his
administration. For the purpose of creating the connection be-
tween Delaware River and Chesapeake Bay the Chesapeake &
Delaware Canal Co. was incorporated in three States—Mary-
tland, 1799; Delaware, 1801; Pennsylvania, 1801. The ecom-
pany was authorized to issue eapital stock in the amount of
$£2,500,000, in 12,500 shares, at $200 par value. Subscription
books were opened at Philadelphia, Wilmington, Baltimore, and
elsewhere, but the funds received were sufficient only for a be-
ginning, and the trade embargoes which culminated in the War
of 1812 put a stop to the work.

“The President of the United States, James Madison, in his
message to the Fourteenth Congress, second session, December,
1816, ealled attention to the desirability of soon completing the
contemplated canals, and a committee of Congress reported a
bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to subscribe for
shares in the companies organized to construct the Chesapeake
& Delaware and the Dismal Swamp Canals. The Chesapeake
& Delaware Canal Co. was then reorganized, its surveys revised,
and books again opened to subscription.

“The State of Maryland (under act of December 18, 1812)
had subscribed to 250 shares, $50,000.

“The State of Pennsylvania (under act of March 28, 1823)
subseribed to 500 shares, $100,000.

“The State of Delaware (under act of February 5, 1823) sub-
scribed to 100 shares, $20,000.

“The United States (under act of Congress, March 3, 1825)
subscribed 1,500 shares, $300,000, and subsequently (act of Con-
gress, March 2, 1820) 750 shares, $150,000, making a total of
$450 000,

“''he city of Philadelphia at about this time, though the
ordinance has not been found, is believed to have subsecribed
125 shares, $25,000.

“Private investors subscribed apparently 4,208 shares, of
which 800 were subsequently forfeited for nonpayment of in-
stallments, and others carried as ‘partly paid.’

* The condition of the stock issue, as inferred from the com-
pany's report for 1851, was as follows:

Private investors

$517 038. 50
United States

50, 000. 00

Btate of Penusylvania 100 000, 00
State of Maryland 50, 000, 00
City of Philadelphia 25, 000, 00
State of Delaware 20, 000. 00

1, 162, 038, 50

“The stock subseribed by the United States, the States of
Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Delaware, and the city of Phila-
delphian was common stock, on the same terms as that sub-

scribed by private investors, and the acts of Congress of 1825
and 1829 provided that ‘the Secretary of tlie Treasury shall
vote for president and directors of the sald company, according
to snch number of shares, and shall receive upon the said
stock the proportion of the tolls which shall from time to time
be due to the United States for the shares aforesaid.’

“The revised surveys called for o eannl 13} miles long, 60
feet surface width, 36 feet bottom width, 8 feet depil, at n
cost estimated by its engineers of $1,354,304.64, and although
this was slightly in excess of the stock subscriptions, the com-
pany decided to proceed with the work. The canal was com-
pleted and opened to operation in 1829, and the company, in its
1830 report, stated that it had cost a much larger sum than
had been anticipated, the actual cost having been £2,201,864.08.

“The company started business, therefore, with a deficit in
construction account of $1,039,825.58 and without capital, so
that in 1833 the company was forced to negotinte a loan for
$400,000 at G per cent. Its construction costs were further in-
creased by contractors' litigations for work performed under
canceled contracts, under which judgments were entered in the
Delaware courts for $220,820,

I"rgin this the original construetion cost may be figured

With a consequent deficit, due to the fact that the stock
issue was less than half subscribed, of
The foating Indebtedness arising from this, arrearages
of interest, and deficits in eanal operations were
merged in 1836 into a funded debt of —___________
And in 1847 into a further funded debt of . _______
In 1853 it became necessary for the company to enlarge
its locks, to provide for increasing . traffic, and to
meet this expense a temporary loan was issued

§$2, 431, GB4,
1, 269, G49. 53

1,593, 155. 01
796, 192, 23

O O 410, 222 76
After completion of the new locks the three funderd

debts of the company were merged in 18506 into a 30-

year mortgage loan at 6 per cent, amounting to—-.__ 2, 800,000, 00

which amount was slightly less than the apparent cost of con-
struction to that date and indicated a greafly redueed value in
the common stock.

“The two decades following enlargement of the eanal! were
years of prosperous business on which relatively high tolls
were collected. The stockholders received severnl cash divi-
dends and their holdings were further increased by several
stock dividends, so that the total issue was expanded from
$1,162,038.50 to $1,903.238.50. In 1867, under legislation en-
acted for that purpose, the company converted its stock issue
from a $200 to a $50 share basis, each holder of $200 in the
old issue receiving four shares of $50 in the new.

“1In 1914, at a hearing before the subcommittee of the Senate
Committee on Coast and Insular Survey, the company reported
its stock issue as follows:

87,717 | . 1,903,238.50

The property as aboye stated was subject to a mort-
ga%e maluring in 1886 of 52 o R e S e
he directors endeavored ar ay off this loan, and at
various times up to 1872 set aside tor that purpose, out
of earnings of the company, sums totaling_ . _______

ging that
E a dishon omc‘lal reissued out of the above
(con the to his own use)_____
vpon maturity in 1886 the loan was extended
at b per cent for a further period of 80 years, for— .-
In 1893, owi.n; to the d?letion of the company’s con-
tingent f.und the loan holders consented to a reduction.
of the interest rate to 4 per cent in order to enable the
company to accnmuhte a contingent fund of $100,000
to meet extraordl nary expenses and deficits in opera-
tion as they mlﬁl
In 1916 th n wa.s extended at 4 per cent for a
0 years.

further
The Departmmt has recommended acquisition of
ro];erty for the amunt of the mortgage loan,
g;:s mnvurtib e securities, ete., in the treasury, amount-

£2, 800, 000. 00

806, 250. 00
1, 993, 750, 00

609, 200, 00
2, 602, 950, 00

88, 660, 30

2, 514, 289, 70

“ The effect of the above-mentioned defalcation was to make
it impossible for the stockholders to pay off the mortgage and
acquire back their property. If, therefore, practically extin-
guished the value of the stock issue, amounting to $1,903.238.50,
It took away nothing from the value of the canal property and
it did not affect the mortgage loan of $2,602,950, on which in-
terest has been punctually met.

“The United States, State of Maryland, and city of Phila-

.delphia, together with numerous individuals and estates, prin-

cipally descended from publie-spirited citizens who smhscribed to
the original issue of common stock of 1823-1829, have a common
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‘equity in the property, which is mortgaged for less. than its
cost, but on which, owing to reduced rate of tolls and increased
expenses, they have been unable in recent years to earn a suffi-
cient profit to pay off the mortgage.

* Of this issue the United States holds 14,625 shares, the State
of Maryland 1,625, the city of Philadelphia 663 shares, and
private Individuals and estates 20,804 shares.

“The present recommendation of the War Department is in
effect that the United States acquire possession of the prop-
erty by paying off the mortgage.

“ By so doing, the United States, a minority holder of 14,625
out of a total of 37,717 shares of the common stock, will be-
come sole owner of the property, while the holders of the re-
maining 23,092 shares, including the State of Maryland and the
city of Philadelphia, will receive nothing, and will sacrifice their
equity as a contribution to a national welfare.

“ It is obvious that such an arrangement is advantageous to
the United States.

*The Chesapeake & Delaware Canal should be public prop-
erty. It should be modernized and improved and made part
of a comprehensive system of inland water transportation. Its
corporate difficulties have arisen from insufficient initial finane-
ing, which has made it impossible at any time for the company
to improve its property to keep pace with the increasing de-
mands of traffic, and to the fact that as a local enterprise lim-
ited by its charter to the collection of tolls upon its eanal,
being, therefore, in the same status as a turnpike road, having
no power to carry freight or passengers through its ecanal, it
has never been in a position to develop business between dis-
tant points, and thus to utilize the undoubted advantages of its
geographieal position.

“ The Chesapeake & Delaware Canal is needed also for pur-
poses of even greater importance in interstate commerce.
Before the United States entered the war, numerous boards of
the Army and Navy reported upon the desirability of a series
of safe inside passages between the great ports and the naval
and military stations along the Atlantic seaboard, and the
events of the war, when a few raiding submarines were able
at different times to paralyze our coastwise traflic, afforded
abundant proof of the need of these inside passages, if at any
future time our Atlantic coast should be subjected to attack
from a strong naval power.

* Government ownership and improvement of the Chesapeake
& Delaware Canal is, therefore, an essential item in our future
national defense no less than our interstate commerce. The
present question Is whether acquisition of the existing property
by paying off the mortgage is a fair basis of settlement, The
United States should not be expected to pay more than the prop-
erty is worth, neither should it expect to take it at a price
unfair to the security holders. The original construction was
undertaken in gzood faith, largely as the result of the urging of
the Federal Government, and individual investors subseribed of
their funds to contribute to the common welfare.

“For the financial difficulties in which the company became
involved, the United States was responsible equally with the in-
vestors, for they arose altogether from a stock subseription in-
sufficient to meet the construction cost. Although the common
stock has now no more than a nominal value, the stockholders
can not in honor, and probably could not in law, dispose of their
property for less than the amount for which it is mortgaged, and
this obligation rests equally upon all stockholders, the United
States, the State of Maryland, the city of Philadelphia, and the
individual subscribers. On the other hand, the property has cost
considerably more than the amount for which it is mortgaged.

: “Among cash items in the company’s reports appear the fol-
owing:

Original construction 1829 (company’s report for 1830,

L EE ) e e R S S M e e R SR $2, 201, 864. 03
Juidgment under contract litigatipn, 1832_______ 229, 820. 00
ReBervolry, BR Y S L e S e e T e e e 22, 000. 00
Completing same, 1844_ . ______.___.______ - - , 300, 00
Pumping engine and lifting wheel and dredge 4 38, 200. 00
Waterworks, 1888 . _ Lo = i, 900. 99
Reconstrnetion of locks, 1855 ________________ = 375, 177. 02
Water wheel, 1857 (company’s report for 1856) _______ G, 090, 00
Riparian rights purchased, 1872_____________________ 7. 790. 50
£y R BT B e o S A R e R T R 12, 000, 00
Telegraph line, 186G1____ 1, 385. 00
Bollers and engines, 1885 ____._ .~~~ """ 17, 8GG. 75
Dredge, 1860_____ S S5 13, 031, BO
Telegraph llme, 1872 . _ o T 2 125.16
ot oS Bk Pt b e S e sl S S R e R S . 500, 00
Other items in sundry annual reports, 1851-1880, about_ 20, 000. 00

Making an apparent total of . __________ 2,903, 561. 25
To this should be added the steady enlargement of the

cana! prism by the company's dredges ; a conservative

estimate would be $10,000 per year, 1566 to 1018,

By A e e e 5307 000. 00
Or an apparent construction cost of . ________ 3,493, 551, 25

“The Agnus commission in 1907 reported the cost of produc-
tion at that time as:

Dry excavation, 15,000,000 cuble yards, at $0.16_________
Dredging 1,435,760 cubic yards at $0.14
80,000 lnear feet bank revetment________________________
44 000 tperches masonry at $3_____

Delaware City__

Lock at 8t. Geor
Lock at Chesapeake City. ——
Acmg& of land holdings, 8,000 acres
Pumping plant at Chesapeake City
Anxiliary arrangements for summ
Bridges — oo i
Houses, offices, ete—____
Tools, machinery, ete___
Telopimne line

£2, 400, 000
200, 00U

3, 708, 186

“ But it is well known that the cost of both dry exeavation and
dredging has materially increased since 1907 and that the com-
pany’s land holdings have likewise increased in value, so that a
present cost of reproduction would be more than nearly

5,000,000.

“The provision in the pending river and harbor bill for the
United States to acquire the property for the amount of the
mortgage appears, therefore, to be fair in every respect. Al-
though the United States as holder of a minority of stock interest
is on no more than equal terms with the other stockholders, it
will receive from them the free and patriotic contribution of
their equity and will take over the property for an amount con-
siderably less than the stockholders have expended upon it—
very much less than the cost of reproduction at present prices,
and will then be in a position to improve and develop it for the
prosperity and security of the whole country.” - <

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last two words. .

Mr. SMALL. Mpr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
debate on this paragraph arnd amendments thereto close in five
minutes.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five minutes,

Mr. SMALL. Make it 10 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimous consent that all debate on the pending paragraph
and all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes. Is there ob-
jection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, it is particularly gratify-
ing to me, having worked with these gentlemen for the purchase
of this canal, to know that the House will act .favorably upon
this item. In reference to the canal not making more money, I
merely want to cite one instance. When I was a member of
the State senate the canal company came to Annapolis and asked
that its tolls he increased. The State senate refused it, so that
the canal has been held down to a certain revenue all the time
upon the old toll basis, whereas the expenses of maintenance
and all other charges have gradually increased. 3

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LINTHICUM. I will. :

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman say that the canal com-
pany asked the State of Maryland to increase its tolls?

Mr, LINTHICUM. To allow them to increase the tolls.

Mr. MADDEN. Why, the tolls are the charges paid, the sums
to be paid for the right to use the canal.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I term it tolls, or whatever you choose
to eall it.

Mr. MADDEN.

rates.

Mr., LINTHICUM. Well, freight rates or tolls, as you choose
to term it.

Mr. MADDEN. There is a difference between tolls and freight

I thought they wanted to increase the freight

rates,

Mr. LINTHICUM. The legislature absolutely refused it,
and the canal, without any increase in its charges, has been
able to pay expenses all these years and they have gone ahead
until this time, keeping itself in proper shape. Now, I believe,
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorg] says, that it is
not a question for Baltimore, it is not a question for Phila-
delphia or any of these great cities, but it is a question for the
entire Nation. It is a question of having the commerce of
every port along the Atlantic seaboard transported without
being subjected to the rigors and dangers of the sea to the various
terminals along our coast. When Senator Burton was chair-
man of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of this House
he came to Baltimore, and he was taken down the river and

'shown the great port facilities. He was shown the magnificent

business we were performing, and he =aid, “ Gentlemen, I am
not interested in what business you are doing; I am interested
in the port facilities, beeause thnt is a benetit to the Central
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-West and to the entire country. I.am interested in the coun-
try, and the better the harbor and the deeper the harbor you
have here in Baltimore the better facilities will we have
through the West.” When we are enabled by deeper canals
to bring this trade to Baltimore, Philadelphia, and the Atlantic
seaboard, why, it is going to improve the entire transportation
system of the country. I want at this time fo express the
deep appreciation that the country owes to the Atlantic Deeper
Waterways Association and to those splendid officials, the gen-
tleman from Peunsylvania [Mr. Moore] and the gentleman from
North Caroling [Mr. Saarr]. They have worked in season and
out of season for a proposition which they believe is to the
interest of the entire land, and I believe when this work is
finally completed if there be any of us left to look back upon
this controversy we will say to ourselves and our friends,
* How foolish we were absolutely to stand against a propesition
of this mighty importance to the Nation.” I do not want to
take up any more of the time of the committee. I am not near
g0 well informed upon this as these gentlemen are, but I do
believe that when this item is adopted and this work is per-
formed it will stand out as a monument to the Sixty-fifth Con-
gress and to the gentlemen who have assisted us in the splendid
undertaking. [Applause.]

Mr. CLEARY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes; I yield.

Mr, CLEARY. Is it not a fact that a waterway that barely
pays when it is not fully developed will be much more profitable
when fully developed?

Mr. LINTHICUM. That has been demonstrated in many
instances, in railroads and everything else, that when yon
develop an inereased traffic you make it more profitable.

" Mr. CLEARY. And is not that one of the greatest arguments
for the improvement of these waterways?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Absolutely. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous congent to revise and extend my remarks in the Recorp.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr., MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask the
same privilege of revising and extending my remarks in the
Recorp, because it was refused when I made the request a while

ago,
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the

gentleman from Pennsylvania? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none.
Mr. FREAR. JMr. Chairman, again I am interested in the

line of discussion of the two distinguished gentlemen who have
just concluded, one from Philadelphia at one of the terminals
and the gther from Baltimore at the other terminal, gentlemen
who approve of this canal. The gentleman from Pennsylvania,
with all the elogquence of which he is capable, has talked about
the aftractive features of this canal for years. I am not going
to gquestion that, I do question the right or duty of this Gov-
“ernment to buy it. The gentleman from Baltimore says that
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who is the president of the
Inland Waterways Association, and the gentleman from North
Carolina, who happens to be vice president of that association
and the chairman of this conmmittee, have worked in season
amnd out of season, to use his own expression, to secure the
adoption of this project. What chance does an ordinary man,
even though he is a Member of Congress himself, have against
the honorable president and vice president of this Inland
Waterways Association, who are both strong Members of this
body? Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania read
a letter from a soldier in Germany, but he did not tell you,
and he does not tell the House, that Germany controls the rail-
roads of Germany. Ah, that is the point! He did not tell you
that they owned the railroads. He did not tell you that France
is going to aequire the possession of all of her railroads, and
that is the reason these countries have made a suecess of it.

AMr. LOBECK rose. :

Mr. FREAR, In just n moment. I did net interrupt these
other gentlemen. Now, they have not touched the argument.
The point is here that the Manchester Canal, as the gentleman
from Illinois well said, was built by Manchester, not by Eng-
land. This canal is not to be built by Philadelphia, it is not
built by Baltimore. Oh, no. The very fact that the president
and vice president of the Inland Waterways Association worked
in season and out, according to the gentleman from Maryland,
has had some impression, I take it.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is the preposition: The gentleman
states in one breath that all the important governments of
Europe practically, very nearly of the whole world, have taken
over railroads, and that he is opposed to it, and yet the rail-
roads destroy all the inland commerce that we know of on all
the rivers and canals. And in these other governments, like in

Germany,-they. compel the port or harbor to-make its eontribu-
tion. ‘Nothing is contributed here from Philadelphia. All they
have got to do is to work and work and work. And what was
the expression of my good friend from Baltimore [Mr. Lix-
THICUM] ? . That they work in season and out and they finally
get it. Now, I am not eriticizing them. I know that these
gentlemen are very distinguished gentlemen, and that they
have worked hard fow this project. But I say that this Govern-
ment will never make a success of its inland waterways, aml we
all know it, if we stop to reasom—and it is perfectly foolish to
think otherwist.hunlm we control the railroad rates. On the
Mississippi River, the Missouri, the Cumberland, the Tennessee,
and all of these rivers you can not control your rates or control
the freight rates and permit these places to live, as they do in
Germany. For T out of 12 years this eanal has failed to pay
expenses. How was it paid? Out of the fund they had on
hand, of course. That shows the commercial standing of the
canal. The gentleman criticizes “ the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin " and says, “ Why, he is not interested in waterways.” Ob,
yes, I am, but I am not interested in throwing this money into
this canal, eausing the people of this whole Government to be
burdened with taxes on account of it, that are taken, to use the
expression of the eloquent gentleman from Pennsylvania, from
the bleod that is being wrung out of the American people.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
All time has expired.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent in
this connection to insert a short extract in regard te railroads.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the
manner indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The following is the extract referred to:

PRIVATE OR GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP OF RAILWAYS ANXD WATERWAYS,

Our Government is the only Nation of !mwrtunce that refuscs to
amart a businesslike financial budget, and in eguall f mysterious fash-
tis p the only Government in the world that tenaciously
clings to private ownership of mllwa{n notwithstanding that policy
has resulted in the dartxue on of our ilnd waterway transportation,
A‘.ll important rajlwu% ed in Germany, Austrin, Hun-
wiuerlm:d Belglum, Holland, Denmark, Norway

apan, Bﬂuth ustralia, and other countries. Over one-half of
the lines operated under the Enflish flag, according to statistics, or
about 53,400 miles t 33,202 miles, are State owned, and the re-
mainder are rapldly taken over by the Government. In France
the Government olﬁ-:mtm only a 1 number of its railways, but by
operation of law to oome into the possession of the Government
in the course of time, This principle also is invoked by the South
rican and Central American Govemmemx, amordl.uf to authorities
statistics on the subject. ve of merits or

demerits of the mlm problem, Congress continually is asked to give

down me.!'livn impossible waterways without contributions from
lncnlit!ﬁs. gl to the community having the longest or most powerful
reach, irres ve of comparative commercial necessity or ble util-

ity, and we are continnally asked to look to Germany and other Iore:in
governments for justification of such course, I-.very student of @
sabject knows that local contributions are generall cﬁb sed in Europe
waterway improvements, and wherever appre waterway
traffic exists in European countries it is generally duoe to exceptional
conditions affecting coal or other low-grade freight that are easily dis-
tinguished from our own conditions and to a control of railway rates
that is exercised abroad in favor of cheap traffic for the waterways.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

Rockhall eenstown, Claiborne, Tilghman Island, Cambridge, and
Crisfield EIk and Little Chester, Corsica, Choptank,
Tuckahoe, Warwick, Tred von Wicomico, Manokin, and
Pocomoke Rhera. Siau;hter, 'B;n Hroad Creeks. Twitch Cove
and B oroughfare River, nnd Luwm- Thoroug’? are Deal Island,
Md.; nnﬂooke River (including Northwest For and Md.;
Broad Creek River, Del.: and Tangier Channel, ?n (.on'mloting im-
{)rovement of the North Fork of Tred Avon River in accordance with

report submitted in House Document No. 27, Bixty-third Congress,
first session, and subject to the conditions set forth in said document,
319 600 ; completing Improvement of Wicomico River in aceordance with
the report submitted in House Document No. 1509, Bixty- 1 Con-
gress, third session, and subject to the conditions set forth in said docu-
ment, $17,100; comp!etmg mprovement of Tangier Channel In aceords
ance with the report submlitted in Honse Document No. 107, Sixtye
third Congress, first session, $16,434; In all, $53,134. The unex-

nded balance of appropriations heretofore made for Tilghman Island

bor is hereby made available for improvement in accordance with
the report submitted in House Document No. 786, Sixty-third Congress,
second session.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word for the purpose of asking the chairman a question,
I notice there is in this bill no mention of the Baltimore Har-
bor, either for maintenance or for continuing improvement. I
would like to have information from the gentleman as to why
this was left out.

Mr. SMALL. The reason for that lies in the fact that the
balanee available is suflicient for the needs of Baltimore Harbor
for the next fiscal year. The amount on hand is $676,000, and
the Chief of Engineers reports that that amount will be =ufhi-
cient for all the needs of the harbor, both for maintenance and
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such work of further improvement as may be necessary until
the end of the next fiscal year. ‘

Mr. LINTHIOUM. I am very glad to have the information
from the gentleman.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, there are several new projects
in this one paragraph, I am not going to discuss them all,
because I am not here in the role of an obstructionist, as I
have said. 1 am here to show the character of the bill as best
I may, and to show the absolutely indefensible character of some
of the items,

I take the first item there. I am perfectly willing to take the
others, but I am going to take the first. It is for the North

and South Forks of the Tred Avon River, $19,600. I will read.

from Document No. 7, Sixty-third Congress, first session, and
.page 3. It says: !

The improvement desired is an extension of the channel nB one of the
forks so as to make additional terminal facllities possible. Under exist-
mﬁ conditions the only wharf property available is controlled hg
il; &vimm 1, and beats can not go above this property on account o
of depth.

Think of it! One individual!

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. FREAR. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman get the idea from the
Ieport of the Engineers that this money is to be expended for
making a channel ?

Mr. FREAR. DPossibly.

Mr. MADDEN. That is what it is for?

Mr. FREAR. I assume so; not for building wharves.

Mr. MADDEN,. They are going to build a channel ?
no channel there now?

Mr. FREAR. Not at this farthest point.

Mr. MADDEN. 1 think it is an outrage for the Government
of the United States to spend money for any such purpose.

one
lack

There is

Mr. FREAR. Here is the absurdity of this item, which was

in the 1914 bill and stricken out because the bill failed. T am
reading on page 5 now. Here is n community that wants some
money expended for its own individual use. If you go to Cali-
fornia, Oregon, Washington, or the Hawaiian Islands, or else-
where, you say, “ Pay your share.” Let us see what they do over
in Maryland. ILet us see the representation of the improvement.
They do not give a nickel toward this. But it is for the benefit
of these people. They =ay that this village has four banks, with
aggregate deposits of $2,125,000; that the assessable value of
property within the county is $13,000,000.

Then they go on and say down below—

The fown Is on two rallroads, the Baltimore, Chesapeake & Atlantie
and the Philadelphia, Baltimore & Washington.

And with those conditions this town does not give a nickel.
Yet why do you put the condition in as to all other places?
What right have we—I am speaking now of the committee and
of the Congress, of which I am a Member—to appropriate this
money for a project of that kind? Who ean defend it? I do not
know, A man in that community may, because he may want it.
But why not act fairly and squarely with the various communi-
ties in this country and say, * If we are going to require a con-
tribution from one place, we will require it at others.”” They
have several banks here, and yet they do not give 5 cents
toward this project, and we stick it in the bill without any evi-
dence that it is needed at this time.

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois moves to
strike out the last two words.

Mr. MADDEN. This paragraph deals with n number of
projects, among them being Elk and Little Elk Creek. What
these Elks are used for I do not know; whether they are in-
tended to be used for supplying meat to the soldiers abroad or
to thosé In American ecamps, no one has said; whether they
are intended to divert the sportsmanlike spirit of the hunter,
no one sa¥s. It is evident from reading the report that there is
no need for any expenditure of money here, not even for the
entertainment of the hunter.

Later on we have an improvement at Twitch Cove. Now,
Twitch Cove, I assume, is one of those sleepy creeks within
which the water sleeps in its own bed. [Laughter.] There is
no chance whatever for the promotion of any commerce at
Twiteh Cove, as T understand it.

Then we have Slaughter Creek. Here is the Treasury of the
United States slauglitered annually for an amount unjustified
in order that the political welfare of those patriotic statesmen
in the neighborhood of Baltimore may be advaneed. That these
appropriations are unjustified and unjustifiable everybody will
agree except the gentleman from Baltimore [Mr, Lintaicusm],
who just took his seat o moment ago,. ot

Then we have this new project, provided for in House Docu-
ment No. 27 of the Sixty-third Congress, first session, calling for

an expenditure of $19,600 for the construction of a creek whera
now no navigation is possible, and where I understand fron
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Fegear] no navigation will
be had, except that water will be carried to the dock of a
single individual who Is in business there. It seems to me that
where somebody locates a business upon dry land it is not the
business of the Government to build a waterway to his plant,
and nobody but the men with such imaginations as those have
who come from the State of Maryland would be able to induee
the Engineers of the Army to recommend such an improvement,

We have an inland waterway to be provided for on the
Delaware River and Chesapeake Bay, Md., for the improvement
of which we are to be called upon later to expend the further
sum of $17,100. (

Tangier Channel is another case where, in accordance with
the report submitted in House Document No. 27. Sixty-third Con-
gress, we are to appropriate $16,434, when it was rejected only
a short time ago by the Army engineers. But the persuasive
influence of the gentleman speaking for the Democratic Party
of Maryland, who sits in this House with a certificate of election
to Congress, was able to change the minds of the Army engi-
neers, and now we are called upon to spend money for that
improvement. Who says there is any navigation there to justify
the appropriation? Does anyone claim it? I deny it. Who
replies to the contrary? No one from Maryland.

Why not then cut out the appropriation? Why should we
in other sections of the country be called upon to contribute to
such improvements as these—rather not improvements, but
such expenditures as these? The time has come, Mr. Chairman
and gentlemen of the House, swhen Members must speak out,
when the people of the Nation demand that appropriations shall
be scrutinized. There Is $18,000,000,000 of a deficit in the
Treasury for obligations created by reason of the war, with new
appropriations demanded every day, running into the billions.
There is a $6,000,000,000 bond sale soon to begin. Taxes are
levied in such enormous proportions on the backs of the Ameri-
can people as were never known before. Still the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors, with its imagination, comes here and

of you and recommends the appropriation of money to
throw into these dry creeks, where no navigation has ever been
dreamed of or ever will be.

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, I suppose we have been wait-
ing as usnal for the annual witty speech of the genfleman from
Illinois [Mr. MappEx], which he always makes——

Mr. MADDEN. I do not know what the gentleman has been
waiting for, but he may get more than he has waited for.

Mr. DUPRE. Well, possibly, that depends. I am willing to
bandy words or anything else with the gentleman. I hope
that is parliamentary. [Laughter.] When the gentleman so
rudely interrupted me I was going to suggest that we had been
waiting for his annual speech on rivers and harbors. Per=
sonally I am thankful that he has made it at this point, be-
canse I thought he was going to tell his old story about the
water hyacinth.

Mr. MADDEN. No; I will reach that later.

Mr. DUPRE. And I will meet the gentleman later, as I
have previously. The gentleman selects the Little Elk and the
Big Elk, and he has made a tremendons impression on the House
with his play on those words. 8o I think we might as well vote
on the proposition which he has so earnestly urged be deleted
from the bill

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, it is not my desire
unduly to take the time of the House, but only to reply to the
challenge which has been extended by the learned gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MappEN] who has just spoken. He referred
to Tangier Channel as being in Maryland. It is not in Mary-
land. It is in Virginia. I desire that the credit for that shall
go to Virginia.

Mr. MADDEN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr, BLAND of Virginia. I am perfectly willing to accord it.

Mr. SANDERS of Louisiana. That is only an evidence of the
ignorance of the gentleman from Illinois about the bill, that he
did not even know what State it was in.

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. The gentleman stated that this was
rejected by the Army engineers. I desire to call the attenticn
of the House to the document in which this project has been
distinetly approved, and it is the project that is in the bill,

The gentleman from Illinois has said that (here is no com-
merce on this channel. I desire to refer to the document in
which it is distinctly shown that there is nn outgoing commerce
of $200,000 and an incoming commerce of $121,400, or a total of
$321,400, with a channel that, at the minimum, has a depth of
only- 2 feet, The former report, referred to by the <distinguished

L gentleman from Illinois. [Mr. Mavpex], was made in 18901, I

have the report here. If anyone will take the time to read
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that report, he will be convinced that the engineer had never
examined the project. Again, we find that in 1900 the same
engineer made the same report, and said that there was no
commerce at Tangier Island. He said that they had a commerce
only sufficient for the necessities of life. In reply to that I call
attention to the report which was filed by the engineer 10 years
Jater, showing that Tangier Island, in Chesapeake Bay, 15 miles
from Crisfield, had at that time a commerce of fish, erabs, and
oysters, dependent entirely upon its own boats, of $321,000.
The population had increased 50 per cent, increasing from 800
people to 1,200 people, and Iits commerce had increased from
the mere necessities of life to a total of $321,000, and that with
a freight rate from Crisfield, Md., of 20 cents per hundred
pounds.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I will.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not true that round about
the vicinity of Crisfield and these rivers that need improvement
the city of New York, the city of Philadelphia, the city of Balti-
more, and the city of Washington obtain a very large proportion
of their food supplies?

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Of course it is irue. The gentle-
man from Illinois has talked about commerce. Gentlemen, we
are dealing here with a commerce that means a reduction in the
price of the necessities of life. These people are sending you
fish, crabs, and oysters. They have nothing else to deal in.
They have their boats drawing from 2 to 6 feet of water, and
they practically can not navigate those channels with any cargo.
It is in order that they may increase this interstate commerce
with Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Crisfield in the necessities
of life that this appropriation is put into this bill. I merely
ask you, gentlemen, in justice to your own votes, to read the re-
port, and it will be sufficient. [Applause.]

Mpr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. MADDEN. I just want to ask the gentleman if he thinks
a channel with 2 feet of water in it is a thing that justifies the
expenditure of public money for the creation of commerce?

Mr. BLAND of Virginia: I do, with the commerce that is
there and the commerce that will come with the depth of 5 feet,
which is asked for in this bill. [Applause.]

Mr. HUMPHREYS. I will state to the gentleman from Illi-
nois that there are a number of rivers in this country where the
project depth ultimately hoped to be attained is only 5 feet, upon
which float many thousands of tons of interstate commerce. I
recall one river with a depth of only 3 feet which a few years
ago had a commerce of $13,000,000 of cotton floated in one year,
in addition to other products in interstate commerce.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

James, Nansemond, Pagan, and Appomattox Rivers, Va.: Completing
jmprovement of Pagan River in accordance with the report submitted in
House Document No. 591, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session, $25,000.

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, T move to strike out the last
word, for the purpose of making an inquiry about an item
which has been passed. If I am mistaken in the conclusions
which I have drawn with regard to it, I shonld like to be cor-
rected.

When the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] was
discussing that item of the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal I
was anxious to know what the receipts were and the amount
that was paid annually, and the gentleman said it was in the
report. I do not find it in the report, hut he has furnished me
with a eopy of the hearings, in which I find what secems to me
to be a very extraordinary showing. According to this state-
ment, on page 36 of the hearings, it will be seen that for 31
years there was part of the time a net return and part of the
time there was a loss, and, if my figures are correct, the net
profit for that thme was approximately $120,000 and the net loss
was $130,000. :

I can well understand, therefore, why the cost of this canal,
according to the statement on page 34—the original cost was
$2,201,000 eash; recelved from stock subseriptions $1,162,000,
and the balance by bond issue of $1,036,000. The amount sub-
scribed for stock by the United States was $450,000. Now, this
honded indebtedness of the company has increased from $1,-
036,000 to over $2,500,000. They paid the dividends out of bor-
rowed money, according to the report shown here. If you are
going to pay interest at 4 per cent on $2,500,000, it will require
an annual expenditure of $100,000. The showing here is that
for 30 years the net loss is $10,000 over and above the receipts
when it comes to deduet the operating expenses, So ingtead of

‘paying the interest ont of the operation it has been obliged to
borrow $10,000 to operate the plant, and all of this interest

must have heen paid out of borrowed money. We might as
well understand when we buy this plant that we are buying
something that is bardly paying, has not paid for 30 years, a
cent above the operating expenses, unless the fizures that I
have read are incorrect.

Mr. CLEARY. If the gentleman will yield, suppose a water-
way 7 or 8 feet deep was not profitable to the owners, would
they not immediately and naturally improve it; or, if new own-
ers hought it, world they not improve it, expecting to make it
profitable because of the improvement?

Mr. GOOD. That may be; it may be made a profitable thing,
I am only talking about what has been done.

Mr. CLEARY. It is what will be done that we are interested
in. We want to know if we can make it profitable. There may
be a waterway only 6 or 7 feet deep which is unprofitable, but
if made 10 or 12 feet deep may be of great profit.

Mr. GOOD. That may be true; I am only trying to find out
if the figures are true that I quote from the hearings as to the
actual conditions in regard to this canal.

Mr. MANN, Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last word,
and I do it for the purpose of asking the gentleman from North
Carolina a question. We have now finished 8 or 9 pages of a
bill of 31 pages. We commenced the session this morning at 11
o'clock, got to the bill about half-past 11, and now what is the
gentlfman‘s intention as to proceeding with the bill this after-
noon ?

Mr. SMALL. T will be frank with the gentleman. A request
was submitted this morning by gentlemen on both gides that we
make an effort to compleie the bill to-day.

Mr, MANN. T understand, and I hoped that would be pos-
sible; but Members want to know how late they are going to be
kept here.

Mr, SMALL. I would be glad to continue the consideration
of the bill until after G o'clock, and yet I realize that we are
dependent upon the will of the commitiee. The bill has been
before the House, not under consideration, since January 2, and
this is the first time we have been able to resume consideration,
The amount of business before the House is so great that we
deem it urgent that we complete the bill as soon as possible, I
have difficulty in answering the gentleman except from my own
viewpoint. T would be glad to sit until 8 o'clock.

Mr. MANN. I do not see any special object in continuing be-
tween 6 and 8 o'clock and then stopping, because it is quite cer-
tain that there would not be very many here between 6 and 8
o'clock. The gentleman would not be able, in my judgment, to
continue unless he so announced now and have a quorum present,

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion to the
chairman of the committee? WWould it not be well to sit until
half-past 5 and then resume at 8 o’clock?

Mr. SMALIL. That would be agreeable to the chairman, but
my observation has been that ounce the Members of the House
have dispersed for the evening they do not return.

Mr. MANN. It is not fair to have an evening session of the
House without giving advance notice. Gentlemen have a right
to make engagements for the evening, unless they have notice
that Congress will be in session, and while they might break
their engagement it is hardly fair to them.

Mr. DUPRE. Would the gentleman consider a suggestion to
sit until 6 o'clock and then adjourn until morning?

Mr. MANN. We might meet at 11 o'clock. I would be willing
to meet at half-past 10,

M_:;. SMALL. What would the gentieman from Illinois sug-
gest?

Alr. MANN. I think it would be desirable to adjourn at ¢
o'clock and to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. I had hoped that
we could get through with the bill to-day. We have no desire
on this side of the House to delay the consideration of these bills,

Mr. SMALL. I am sure the gentleman is acting in good faith,
I think, under all conditions, Mr. Chairman, it woudg be advis-
able to announce now that I will move at 6 o'clock that the com-
mittee rise, and then I will ask unanimous comsent that the
House meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow, and I hope no one will make
an objection.

I would like to have the attention of the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. Max~] further to make the announcement that we
shall endeavor to complete the consideration of this bill to-
IMOrrow.

Mypr. MANN. That is all right. .

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Waterway from Norfolk, Va., to {he sounds of North Carolina : For
maintenance, $250,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr.  Chairmaa, in line with avhnt has bedn
snid, let me assure the House that I have no intention to delay
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the passage of the bill, but this is the first day we have had for
discussion, and when we are charged, those of us who are op-
posed to certain kinds of legislation, with intellectual dishon-
esty, when the public-building bill is set aside, which is a bill
of the same general character, because the members of that
committee realize that at this time of all times it is unwise to
force such a bill upon the attention of the House, then 1t occurs
to me that it is right to oppose a bill of this kind, and I owe
no apology to anyone, and when the gentleman charges us with
intellectual dishonesty I assure him that so far as I am able
I want to point out some of the defects, and among other items
there is the one before us. This is an item for the expenditure
of $250,000 for a canal that runs down to the sounds of North
Carolina. Not one dollur was recommended by the Army engi-
neers to the committee for this item. About $250,000 has been
expended thus far, with a balance on hand. The Army engi-
necrs reported on page 569 in regard to this eanal running
down into North Carolina no estimate for additional funds,
and that as the maintenance of this waterway at the present
time is not considered of sufficient importance to justify the
expenditure of any funds in addition to the balance available
on July 1, 1918, they do not request anything, not one dollar.
Think of it; no estimate for additional funds has been made;
it is not considered of sufficient importance to justify the ex-
penditure of any fund€dn addition {o the balance available;
and yet this committee adds $250,000, a quarter of a million
dollars. Intellectual dishonesty! Who selected the items? Who
added the money to the bill for a canal that lost 40 per cent
of its eomuterce in two years? You will find that on page 569
of the report. No estimate for an additional amount is de-
manded, and here the committee gives practically the same
amount that has been expended upen this canal during the last
25 years. The public-building bill was set aside because of its
unsavory record. Can you think of anything worse than that
item—a quarter of a million dollars—when the engineers say
they do not needl it? Who put it in? Let us find out about this
guestion of intellectual dishonesty. Some one put it in. Over
half the insignificant commerce on this waterway is logs and
Jumber that float on that small stream. The engineers say
in the 1918 report they do not need the money, and de not want
it. and you put in a quarter of a million dollars.

Ay, SMALL. DMy, Chairman, I regret the necessity for mak-
ijnz a brief comment. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Frear] states with reference to this item that no recommenda-
tion was made in the report of the Chief of Engineers. The
next paragraph in the bill is as follows:

Whaterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet, N, C.: Continuing
Improvement and for maintenance, $750,

The gentleman may make the same criticism as to this Iatter
item.

Answering his eriticism, T submit this comment: Before the
committee enterad upon the consideration of this bill I made a
statement of some length to the committee, and it was dis-
cussedl before the committee. Presumably the gentleman heard
it. The Chief of Engineers made the estimates, which are con-
tained in annual report, during the summer. Those estimates
were made after conferences with the Secretary of War and
with a number of the members of the committee, including the
chinirman of the committee. At that time it was agreed that
all estimates for maintenance and further improvement should
be. to use a familiar expression, “cut to the bone,” and the
esfimates in the annual report of the Chief of Engineers were
made during the summer, when the war was still in progress,
When we began the consideration of this bill, at the convening
of this session, on the 2d of December, as everyone knows, the
armistiee liad been signed on November 11 and peace had come,

There have been many conferences held with the Secretary
of War, with the Chief of Engineers, and between Members of
the House as to the policy that should be pursued in this Dbill,
and it was agreed that we should have a bill framed along lines
appropriate to normal or peace conditiong. ‘Therefore the Chief
of Engineers increased the estimates in some instances and sub-
mitted esilmates in other instances where no estimates had been
originally submitted. There was originally an estimate for
£500,000 for the Delaware River from Philadelphia to the sea.
That was increased to two and a half million dollars. There
was an estimate of $400,000 for the Schuylkill River, which was
increased to $1,000,000, There was an estimate made during
the summer of $3.000,000 for the East River, and that was in-
creased to $4,000,000, I might recite further instances where
estimates for maintenanece and further improvements were in-
creased when we entered upon the consideration of this bill on
December 2 last. ;

Does the gentleman from Wisconsin know that? As a mem-
ber of the committee should he know it? He, of course, says

that these two items happen fo be in North Carolina and would
have the Committee of the Whole draw the inference that for
some reason, improper or otherwise, the chairman of the com-
miftee was influential in having the Chief of Engineers make an
estimate which was unnecessary and not in the public inferest.
I do not expect to detain the committee at length in replying to
that inference, but I merely wanted to say, Mr. Chairman, in
response to several stntements which have been made in debate
about the amount of the estimates contained in the annual re-
port of the Chief of Engineers and the amounts appropriated in
this bill, that increases were made, with the full knowledge and
consent of the committee, upon the recommendation of the Chief
of Engineers and, as we all believe, in the public interest.

Mr, GREEN of Towa. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SMALL. Certainly.

Mr.-GREEN of Iowa. I note in the report, page 3, a statement
that after the armistice was signed there was a conference of
the President, the Secretary of War, and the Chief of Engineers,
and certain appropriations for maintenance were increased. I
assume that is what the gentleman referred to in part?

Mr. SMALL. Yes. As a result the Chief of Engineers in-
creased the estimates on certain of these items.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I note further down in the list of these
increases $250,000 for the waterway from Norfolk, Va., to the
bsounds of North Carolina. Do I understand the gentleman that
the engineers in this supplemental estimate specifically men-
tioned this item?

Mr. SMALL. They did.

Alr. FREAR. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last two

words.

Mr. SMALL. Will the gentleman defer it until the next item
is read?

Mr. FREAR. I do not expect to take two minutes in response,
I do not want to have the House misled, and T do not proposa
to mislead if I ean help it. On page 569 of the Engineer’s HRe-
port—and I read it for the third time—the Chief of Engineers
and the Board of Engineers—and this is not Gen. Taylor who
made the change, but this is what the Chief of Engineers said.
Listen :

No estimate for additional funds is made, as the maintenance of this
waterway, this canal, at the present time Is not considered of snfficient
importance to justify the expenditure of any funds in addition to the
balance available on July 1, 19158—

Now, how much?—

Nine hunidred and twenty-mnine dollars—

On hand.

That is on page 569, The waterway is not considered of
suflicient importanee in time of war or peace, and yet $250,000
has been added. Who added it? Who brought in the report
of these 70 projects? There has been added $250,000, a quarter
of a million, almost as much as has been expended on this
one item in the last 25 years. Why? 1Is it the faet that the
distinguished gentleman who charges us with intellectual dis-
honesty will not be the chairman of the committee next time
and will not have the selection of all these items? May that
possibly influence his opinion at this time? I wonder! Mr,
Chairman, until the insinuations, the unfair and unjust in-
sinuations, were thrown out I had no idea of going into these
items, but I propose to do it in erder that the House may know
who is improperly influenced in this discussion and who desires
to present the matter frankly. Do you suppose if you had
gone to the Chief of Engineers you could have gotten $250,000
added to your project, I ask the different members of this com-
mittee, fo an item of lttle benefit and aid to commnerce? Do
you think you could? Just take it to yourselves. Why, of
course not; of course not. It takes a friend in court to get
such an remarkable concession as large as this when the Engi-
neer’'s Report says it is not important, that no importance is
attached to it in time of war or in time of peace or any other
time. Yet here is £250,000 added to the whole project.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? T am not
particularly enthusiastic about this project, but I think we
ought to be fair to the gentleman from North Carelina. The
gentleman from Wisconsin asked who put this in, and appar-
ently the President and the Becretary of War and the Chief of
Engineers put it in.

Mr. MADDEN., Mr. Chairman, T move to strike out the last
three words. '

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized
to oppose the pending amendment.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, it seems rather strange that
where the Chief of Engineers says that he is unwilling to
recommend the expenditure of $020 for a further improvement
of o channel the Committee on Rivers and Harbors are proposing

to expend $250,000 on it.




1248 CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—IIOUSE.. JANUARY 10,

I read from page 569 of the report, which says:

Proposed operations: With the funds avallable, necessary examina-
tlons will be made and, if required, shoals and snags will be removed.

Shoals and snags! That is quite a navigable stream, I judge,
where you have to remove the shoals and the snags in order to
zet water through a channel, to say nothing at all about getting
Dboats through it. He says further:

No estimate for additional funds is made, as the maintenance of this
waterway at the present time is not considered of sufficient importance
10 jnstirg the expenditure of any funds in addition to the balance avall-
able on July 1, 1918,

Now, there was nine hundred and some odd dollars available
July 1, 1918. The Chief of Engineers says that the channel is
not considered of sufficient importance to justify the expendi-
ture of more money than is available. And yet we find in this
bill an item of $250,000 to remove the snags and the shoals,
‘Why do we want to remove the snags? Is it to provide for
navigation? Why do we want to remove the shoals? Is it that
we may be able to float boats or that the water may be allowed
to run through the channel without overflowing the banks? Is
it because we have land to protect on the sides of this channel,
or is it because we want navigation? Is there any justification,
in the face of the statement by the Chief of Engineers that the
2029 available is all the money that ought to be expended under
any circumstances, in appropriating $250,0007?
ihat under the present state of the Government finances, where
everybody is being taxed to the limit, that we are willing to
display our extravagance by reporting in favor of an appropria-
tion of $250,000, where the responsible executive official of the
Government, the Chief of Engineers, says there is no justifica-
tion whatever for the expenditure of more than $929%

I think the House, under all the circumstances, ought to vote
to strike this item out. There can be no justification for doing
anything else. Are we to go before the people with the declara-
iion that we are willing to spend $250,000 under the present
conditions, where the Chief of Engineers says we ought not to
even spend $0207 Has the Committee on Rivers and Harbors
so far forgotten its obligations to the people of America that it
is willing to stand sponsor here for the appropriation of a
quarter of a million dollars under such circumstances? Has
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors the courage to come
bhefore the House and say to the Members that they are willing
to stand for such a recommendation in the face of the adverse
report of the Chief of Engineers? Are we to understand that
ihe Committee on Rivers and Harbors has no consideration
whatever for the state of the country’s finances? Are we to
nnderstand that they pay no attention whatever to the already
great load that is being carried on the backs of the American
people? Are we to understand that in the face of idleness
everywhere, of the returning soldiers without jobs, of the re-
turning soldiers unable to get their pay, that, notwithstanding
all thig, we are asked to expend $250,000 of the people’s money
when there is no justification whatever for any expenditure at
all? Has the River and Harbor Committee so far forgotten
the sense of propriety that it will come before the Congress and
recommend the expenditure of this vast sum in the face of the
recommendation of the Chief of Engineers that there is no justi-
fication for it? Does the River and Harbor Committee expect
to command the respect and the confidence of thelr associates
on this flpor with such a recommendation in the face of all the
facis?

1 maintain, Mr. Chairman, that the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors should himself move to strike this
item from the bill, for no man, knowing all the facts in the case,
ean justify it, and no person knows the facts better than the
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. And I am
unwilling, as one Member of this House, to go before the Ameri-
can people and say that I will vote for the expenditure of
£250,000 of their money for an improvement that does not under
any circumstances even encourage the development of naviga-
tion.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa.
the last three words.

Mr. SMALL. Pardon me, in order to make a request.
much time does the gentleman require?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Five minutes, or I will restrict it to
three minutes if the gentleman desires.

Mr. SMALL. Mpr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
all debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close
in five minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks
unanimeus consent that all debate on this paragraph and all
amendments thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. MADDEN. I will have to object to that, because I ex-
pect to move to strike out the item, and I want to debate that.

Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out

How

Is it possible |

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois objects.

AMr. MADDEN. I want to eall to the attention of the House
the iniquity of the item.

AMr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman may prefer that I
sluﬁsld say what I have to say on the next item. If so, very
well.

AMr. MADDEN, Mr, Chairman, I move to strike the item ouf,
and on that motion I desire to say a few words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

:\ i ) A ¥, ey
nnﬂlt:ﬂ.\l.wm.v moves to strike out the paragrapb, page 8, lines 23

Mr., SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to make any
point of order, but I think the gentleman must realize that
there ought to be an end to the debate. The gentleman has al-
ready discussed this.

Mr. MADDEN. I have not discussed this motion.

Mr. SMALL. But the genileman’s discussion is entirely
pertinent.

Mr. MADDEN. If the gentleman will submit a point of or-
der to the Chair, I will abide by that, whether I speak or not.

: l\érl SMALL. I will not make a point of order, even if thero
s delay.

Mr. MADDEN. Now, Mr. Chalrmaﬁ? in the present state of
the Government's finances, with $18,000,000,000 of obligations
standing against the United States, having expended $25,000,-
000,000 to conduct the war so far, having appropriated $36,000,«
000,000 with which to conduct the war, having gone to the Ameri-
can people to ask them to buy bonds in unlimited quantities in
order to conduct the war, having shown beyond any controversy
the injustice of the item proposed for the expenditure of $250,000
where the Chief of Engineers says we ought not to spend any
money at all, I submit to the membership of the House that this
item ought not to remain in the bill.

I ask the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Smarr], the
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, if he himself
does not believe that under all the circumstances this item should
be stricken from the bill? I ask the gentleman from North Caro-
lina, the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, if
anybody in the War Department recommended the appropria-
tion of $250,000 in the face of the recommendation of the Chief
of Engineers to the effect that we ought not to expend any money,
on this project? I ask the gentleman from North Carolina, the
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, whether or
not there is any commerce that justifies the expenditure of
$250,000 as provided in this item of the bill? I ask the gentle-
man from North Carolina to say to the House on his honor as a
man that this $250,000 proposed appropriation is justified in
any sense for navigation. I ask the gentleman from North
Carolina to say to the House, upon his honor as a man and as
chairman of this great committee, whether the removal of the
sand bars, if I may so speak, and the removal of the snags from
this creek or this channel is of sufficient importance to the navi-
gation of the couniry to justify the further obligation of $250,000
against the Treasury of the United States? I feel justified in
saying that the gentleman from North Carolina is sufficiently
honorable, sufficiently honest, sufficiently interested in the in-
tegrity of the bill, sufficiently interested in the preservation of
the integrity of the Treasury that when put upon his honor he
will say that this item should be gtricken from the bill; and I
ask every man here who believes in maintaining the integrity
and the honor and the dignity of the House of Representatives
to vote to strike the item from the bill. 5 \

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I have not always been
in accord with the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Very
often, in fact, I have differed from them; but I want always to’
treat the committee fairly, and I do not want any statements
to be put into the RREcorp here, to be read by the public at large,
gat will indicate that committee is not dealing fairly with the

ouse, \

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MappEN] has stated over
and over again that the Chief of Engincers did not recommend
this item. Let me read from the hearings just a brief statement
with reference to what the Chief of Engineers says with refer-
ence to this project if the appropriation were given:

The section of the inland waterway frem Norfolk to DBeaufort in
North Carolina, which is known as the North lina cut, and which
gives a thoroughly protected channel, s golng to take some time to com-
plete—several years to complete, If an appropriatlon were given for
this project—for the waterway from Norfolk. Va., to the sounds of North
Carolina—of $250,000, and for the inland wnterwa,z' from Norfolk, Va.,
to Beaufort Inlet, of $750,000, 1 think that within the next year or
a year and a half we could have a 12-foot channel through from Nor-

mn& to Beaufort, and I would recommend that those appropriations be
made.
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Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman inform the
House from whose testimony he is reading?

Mr. GREEN of Towa. From that of Gen, Taylor,

Mr. FREAR. Iie is not the Chief of Engineers. Here is the
report of the Chief of Engineers,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Who was Gen. Taylor acting for if
not for the Chief of Engineers?

Mr. FREAR. He is one of the engincers of the War De-
purtment?

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman from Wisconsin refers to Gen.
Harry Taylor as not being the Chief of Engineers, Everyone
connected with the committee knows that Gen. Harry Taylor
is assistant to the Chief of Enginecrs, having charge of rivers
and harbors, and in every recommendation that he makes he
represents the Chief of Engineers, and the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr, Frear] knows that.

AMr, MADDEN, T would like to ask the gentleman a guesiion.

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. Just a moment. I will take only five
minutes. Of course, it would be idle folly to expend $250,000
to clear a channel of snags and sand bars and have then only
2 or 3 feet of water, and no man in this House would be jus-
tified in voting for such a project. But it is altogether a differ-
ent question as to whether a man would be justified in voting
for a 12-foot channel from Norfolk, Va., down to Beaufort, N. C.,
as is proposed here. The whole proposition is a part of the great
intercoastal eanal which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Moore] eloguently described to the committee a little while
ngo, and at that time the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, MappeEx]
did not see fit to move to sirike out the other ftems connected
with it.

This is part amd parcel of that project. Ordinarily I do not
think that money should be expended on such projects, but in
the face of the railroad rates that we now have, that tend to
hamper business and destroy trade, and in consideration of the
Turther fact that it is proposed to employ the returning soldiers
upon great public enterprises, I think that this project ean well
lave much argument in its support, and it ought not to be stig-
matized as one that nobody can justify in conscience and reason
here upon the floor. If a waterway can be constructed with 12
Teet of depth from Norfolk to Beaufort, there is no question on
earth but that thousands of tons of commerce will float upon
it every year, and I think it would be of great benefit in many
directions.

Mr. FREAR. This is a project which amounts to about
$5,000,000, I think the gentleman must have misunderstood or
misread the report of the engineers giving a 12-foot canal.

Alr. GREEN of Towa. The gentleman fs talking about the
whole project in stating the cost. I have read what the engineer,
Gen, Taylor, said, and I assume that he knows his business. I
have read it just as it is stated here. This is a great enterprise,
one of the greatest enterprises ever undertaken in the history
of this country. Along the Atlantic coast there float millions
of tons of shipping exposed to the storm of the seas and to
destruction. Can we afford to spend this money? I have some
doubt about it, I will admit, at this particular time; yet the canal
would be of great advantage.

Mr, STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

' Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman know of*any mariner
who has asked for protection for navigation in an Inland canal
for his ship, who desires to keep away from the deep-sea navi-
gation?

Mr, GREEN of Towa. The gentleman can answer that for
himself. I am not interested in the question, though I know
Cape Hatteras is called the “ graveyard of the Atlantic.”

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman has offered himself as an
authority on this question and I thought he had some evidence,

Mr., GREEN of Iowa. It is immaterial what the deep-sea
sailor wants, A barge eanal of 12 feet would do an enormous

business,
The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired.

My, SMALL. Myr. Chairman, I would not consume any time
except from a query put to me by the gentleman from Illinois
JMr. MappEx]. At this particular time I am not willing to go
into this subject fully. I will say, however, that in my opinion
this appropriation is entirely in the public interest and will sub-
serve a most useful publie purpose in the interest of navigation
and commerce.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. FosteEr). The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr,
Mappex) there were—ayes 7, noes 40.

LVII—S80

Mr. MappeEx made the point of order that no quorum. was
present, and subsequently withdrew it. H

The Clerk read as follows:

Waterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet, N. C.: Continuing im-
provement and for maintenance, $730,000.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, T move to strike out the Iast
word. :

Mr. SMALL. Before the gentleman proceeds, I wish to ask
unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amend-
ments thereto close in five minutes.

Mr. FREAR. This is a three-quarter of a million dollar
project. Will the gentleman make it 15 minutes?

Mr. SMALL., How much time does the gentleman want?

Mr. FREAR. I would like about three minutes to close amnl
five minutes to open.

Mr, SMALL. I ask unanimous consent that debate on the
paragraph and all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes.

Mr. MADDEN. I object; I do not think it is fair to ask io
close debate before debate is begun. As a matter of fact, the
gentleman can not close debate before debate has commenced.

Mr. SMALL. How much time does the gentleman want?

Mr. MADDEN. I make the point of order that the request is
out of order before thie debate begins,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chalr thinks that the gentleman can
make a unanimous-consent request,

Mr. MADDEN. Then I object.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, these fwo ecanals run near
each other. The gentleman from Towag [Mr. Greex] a little
while ago read from Gen. Taylor's report that he made before
the committee. I do not want gentlemen to forget that we
are paying nearly 100 per cent more for dredging than we paid
two years before. The Chief of Engineers sald that no estimate
for additional funds is made for that canal and that it is not
considered at the present time of sufficient importance to justify
the expenditure of $250,000. .

What would you give for that kind of testimony? Why was
not he confronted with this record? Who put the item into
this bill? Now, look at this statement here. On page 074 we
find $640,725 balance on this insignificant waterway now under
discussion, and yet the committee has inserted without request
of engineers $750,000. The canal has 148,000 tons of commerce,
and over half of that is logs, timber, and sand.

We have spent on this project something like $3,744,000, amd
all the commerce does not reach one-tenth part of little harbors
that we have up in my country. Still you propose, after the
engineers submitted nothing, because they had a large amount
on hand—the engineers’ report shows $649,000, according to
this book, and yet the committee ndd three-quarters of a mil-
lion dollars more. What did-the engineers say about it? Did
they ask for it? O, not one, except Gen, Taylor, who is a willing
witness, It is all on one side, and it makes no difference, for he
does not pay the bill, he does not pay the taxes. On page 57,
after considering this matter earefully, they have sufficient
funds, the engineers say, due to war conditions.

You have got back to war eonditions in this item:

No estimate is submitted for beginning constructive operations on the
part of the waterway between Albemarle and Pamlico Sounds.

I take it that that is not the project that they have in mind
here, but they do not ask for anything. Nothing was asked in
this report for proposed operations. They had a sufficient
amount. It says:

The river and harbor act approved July 18, 1918, appropriated
$£500,000 for this work, making a total of $049,725.37 avallable for
expenditure upon the improvement.

And he tells how that money is to be expended. He does not
ask for anything more. But the gentleman who charges the
House with intellectual dishonesty, the viece president of the
Inland Waterway Association, who makes his accusations
against Members of Congress, has an item of $750,000 added to
this in addition to the $250,000 for the other canal in North
Carolina, his State.

Mr. DUPRE. The chairman of the committee never charged
the House with intellectual dishonesty. He only charged one
member of it.

Mr. FREAR. And the gentleman from Louisiana, with five
projects in the bill, representing, as he does, the president of
the National River and Harbor Congress, who is running over
here and there, is equally interested in this bill.

Mr. DUPRE. I hope that I may——

Mr. FREAR. I object to the gentleman talking in my time.
The gentleman can get his own time.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin declines
to yield.




1250

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 10,

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I recognize that anyone talk-
ing here against these items has to meet every man who has a
project of importance in the bill, for Members feel that that is
the most interesting thing in their minds.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Lounisiana [Mr.

UPRE].

Mr. FREAR. 1 have three minutes in which to reply.

Mr. DUPRE. I would rather listen to the gentleman.

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman from Louisiana has not the
privilege of determining that.

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, the only trouble with the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin is that he is unfamiliar with the project
that he is talking about. He continually harps with regard to
some five projects which I have, that are yet to come. As a
matter of fact, as I have previously suggested to my friend from
Illinois, T wish I had 10 projects, but they will be discussed in
their own proper time. The matters to be discussed now are
those before the committee for consideration.

The gentleman from Wisconsin has been speaking about
“Mr. Taylor.” I do not know whether he is talking about Col.
Tavroor, of Arkansas, or whom, but I imagine he has been talk-
ing-about Brig. Gen, Taylor, who is the Assistant Chief of En-
gineers, and who knows.something more about rivers and har-
bors than the gentleman from Wisconsin does.

The section of the inland waterway from Norfolk to Beaufort in
North Carolina—

Says Gen. Taylor—I am reading from page 39 of the hear-
Ings—
is going to take several years to eomplete.

I tried to get the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GartacHER]
to admit that the report of the Chief of Engineers was made
on the basis of July 1. The gentleman from Illinois would
not admit that. I hope somebody will pin down the gentleman
from Wisconsin [BMr. Frear] and make him say so. I doubt
if they can pin him down even to so patent a fact as that the
report of the Chief of Engineers was made on the basis of
July 1, and under the law, as I understand it, that report had
to be in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury by October
15. On July 1, in spite of the gallant efforts of our boys from
Wisconsin and other States, our country was very much con-
cerned in the conflict which was being waged. Subsequently,
when the matter came to the attention of the committee, the
armistice had been signed, and the representative of the Chief
of Engineers, without any invitation or solicitation, of his own
accord made many suggestions, as I have already told the House,
with regard to amending the report which the Chief of Engineers
had previously made.

Among them was an increased amount for this inland water-
way from Norfolk to Beaufort, to be found in a document which
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] hates to read, but
which is available to all other Members, namely, the hearings
before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, of which the
gentleman is an honored and loguacious member. So I appeal
from this obsolete document from which he has been quoting
to the hearings before the committee, and particularly to the
report and statement of Gen. Taylor, the aceredited representa-
tive of the War Department upon that oceasion. It is useless to
call it to the attention of the gentleman, beeause he does not
want to know, but it may be well to tell the other Members of
the House that whenever the gentleman from Wisconsin is talk-
ing about something it might be well to inquire whether he is read-
ing from the hearings before the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors, where Gen. Taylor, the Assistant Chief of Engineers, pre-
sented revised estimates, or from these very parsimonious esti-
mates made last July, when we thought that things might happen
to this country which, thank God, have not happened.

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words. I want to ecall attention to this proposal to appro-
priate $750,000 for the waterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beau-
fort Imlet, N. C.
Engineers of the United States Army, June 30, 1918, I find the
following:

At the close of the fiscal

rear ending June 80, 1018, there was an
available balanee, exclusive ol

outstanding llabilities and contract obli-
gations, of $§149,725.37 for expenditure under this project. The river
and harbor act approved July 18, 1918, appropriat $500,000 for this
work, making a total of $649,725.37 available for expenditure upon the
Improvement. It is intended to expend the money available for comple-
tion of the part of the inland waterway which lies between Norfolk,
r’u., and Albemarle Sound, N. C., and for making surveys, ete,, as fol-
OWS !
Operations under contract :

To complete dredging in the North Landing River, Va_ $15, 948, 60

To complete dredging in the Southern Branch of the

237, 780. 00

Elizabeth River, V8 e
Total 203, T28, 69

Reading from the report of the Chief of.

Work with United States plant:
To complete dredging of Virginia Cut, in-

cluding cost of removal of logs, ete____ $41, 800. 00
To complete dredging in Nort Landin%
River, Va., including cost of removal o
logs, ete L 211, 000. 00
To remove old lock. west end of Virginia
Cut 40, 000. 00
To complete sm-ux] and secure options on
land between bemarle and Pamlico
Bounds 11, 000, 06
Acquirement of Iand required for improve-
ment of South Branch of Elizabe
River 13, 000. 0033!8 oA 00
Engineering, supervision, and contingencies__________ 77, 196. 68
Total 649, 725, 37

It is proposed to commence the work to be done under contract, pro-
vided the pecessary arrangements can be made for doing the work, about
November 1, 1918, to prosecute it at an average rate of expenditure
of about -$25.000 per month, and to complete it in about 10 months.
This Is a w rough estimate of the time of beginning and rate of
progress, due the prevailing conditions in the matters of labor and
material, and available plant, resulting from the war. If arrangements
can not be made for doing this work b{' contract, it is proposed to per-
form the necessary dredging and work incidental thereto by the use
of Government plant and hired labor.

Itis proposedp to prosecute the work to be dene by Government plant
and hired labor according to the following schedule :

Operation of U. 8. dredge Currifuck, 20 months, at $12,000

o g ] A A e A A AL S S e S e ML g $240, 000
Operation ?‘I‘! U. 8. snag boat Roanoke, 10 months, at §1,280
mon , 800
Survey, 5 months, at §2.200 per month 11, 000
Removal of lock, 4 months, at $§10,000 permonth____________ 40, 000

And below I find the following:

Due to war conditlons, no estimate is submitted for béginning com-
structive operations on the part of the waterway between Albemarle
and Pamlico Sounds, C.

AMr. FREAR. Six hundred and forty-nine thousand dollars
was the balance on hand.

Mr. MADDEN. They had $649,000 on hand. They say they
can expend only $303,000 in the next 20 months. Yet in addi-
tion to the $649,000, out of which $303.000 can be expended in
20 months, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors brings in a
proposal to appropriate $750,000 more. According to the state-
ment made by the Chief of Engineers, there would be $384,000
left at the end of 20 months from the 1st of November, 1918;
and so, with $750,000 more proposed, we have $1,349,000 te
begin a work of which only $303,000 ean be expended in 20
months. Why do we need the $750,0007 If no part of the
$750,000 ean be used at all until after the expenditure of the
$649,000, and only $300,000 of the $649,000 can be used within
20 months from the 1st of November, 1018, what is the sense in
appropriating $750,000 now? I suppose it is useless to appeal to
the good sense or judgment of gentlemen who have projects in
the Irll, but there is no harm in stating the facts and putting
them into the Recorp, so that the public nmy understand that,
notwithstanding the fact that there is no need whatever for the
money, that it ean not be used, yet the River and Harbor Com-
mittee insists upon appropriating.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last three words. Members may see the commercial economy
and advantage of shortening the distance between Philadelphia
and Baltimor®, instead of having the commeree that arises in
those respective cities go around the Delaware Capes and up
the Chesapeake and vice versa to the respective terminals
through the Government acquiring the Chesapeake & Delaware
Canal, having a length, I believe, of 13 miles; but when you
come before the Congress in these times with a project that is
now under econsideration reeking to create an inland waterway
12 feet in depth paralleling the entire coast from New England
down to Florida and from Florida around to the Gulf, when
the ocean is open at all times, in all kinds of weather for ail
kinds of navigation, I can not understand the justification of
sinking $5,000,000, which this one project involves, from Norfolk
to Beaufort Inlet. I have been on the ceast on occasions, amd
I have seen little dories out in the ocean less than 25 feet in
length going through tempestuous seas, and yet you wish here
to establish a route for pleasure hoats, to avoid perhaps the
high seas, by establishing a canal uniform in depth to 12 feet.
What we do find are the terminal facilities along this canal in
these several hundred miles from Norfolk to Beaufort Inlet,
which the engineer's estimate for the project to cost more than
£5,000,000, of which $750,000 is voted in this bill. There is no

objection on the part of Members who are interested in worthy
river improvements in these times when it is necessary to em-
ploy labor to have the Government expend funds, but there is
righteous indignation on the part of Members of this House in
sinkiug money on pleasure canal routes. I read from the report
of the Chief of Engineers, page 572, as to what are the terminal
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facilities in this stretch of territory from Norfolk to Beaufort
Inlet, 2

The north end of this waterway is in Norfolk Harbor, the terminal
facilities of which are described under this heading in the report on
that improvement. Following is a list of the other wharves on the
waterway : At Great Bridge, Va., at the northern end of the Virginia
Cut, 1 wharf and warehouse ; on the Virginia Cut, 2 wharves with ware-
houses ; at Munden, Va., 1 wharf and warehouse ; on Currituck Sound,
1 wharf and warehouse; on the Carolina Cut, 4 wharves with ware-
houses; and on North River, 8 small wharves. All of the above
ely owned. The wharves are of the

wharves and warehouses are privat
bulkhead and open power work and the warchouses are simple

wooden structures. All are understood to be open to general public use
‘upon the payment of wharfage., Physical connection with railroads
exists only at Munden, Va., the terminus of the Currituck branch of
the Norfolk-Southern Rallroad. Neo highways lead to the different
parts of the waterway, except where public roads touch the stream,
‘The facilities are considered adequate for exlsting commerce.

Mark you this as to whether there is warrant for any traflic
development on this inland waterway when the ocean is open
within a few miles for all character of vessels,

No highways lead to the tlﬂ!erentlparts of the waterway, excedpt
where public roads touch the stream. The facilities are considered ade-
quate for existing commerce.

All facilities are considered adequate for existing commerce,
That is the supreme and final judgment of the Chief of Engi-
neers, and yet the committee comes in here with an appropria-
tion of three-quarters of a million dollars and asks, because
there is need to employ labor, to sink it in this canal paralleling
ithe coast. It will require wild imagination indeed for anyone
to imagine that there will be any commerce for years and years
on a project that the report shows will total more than $5,000,-
000 in expenditure and where there are no developing aids to
commerce except one railroad. How can you justify such an
extravagant expenditure when you are calling upon the people
1o raise billions of dollars by loans to carry on the Government
for the next fiscal year?

AMr. DUPRE. Will my friend yield for a moment? I want to
call the attention of the gentleman from Wisconsin, the other
gentleman from Wisconsin, to page 39 here, where Gen. Taylor,
the representative of the Chief of Engineers, urged this appro-
priation. Probably there is no use to call the attention of the
gentleman from Wisconsin to anything except the Engineer's
Report, which was made last July.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is the solemn pronouncement of the
Chief of Engineers, who says in the last line:

The facilities are considered adequate for existing commeree,

There is nothing that goes beyond

AMr. DUPRE. There is the report of the Chief of Engineers
through his representative, Gen. Taylor, who says an absolutely
different thing. i

Mr. DEMPSEY.

Mr. SMALL.
request?

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes; not to be taken out of my time,

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, after the gentleman from New
York concludes, who, as I understand, desires five minutes, and
the gentleman from Wisconsin desires three minutes——

Mr. FREAR. Make it five; I may not take more than two or
three—

Mr, SMALL. Then I would like a brief time, and I ask that
all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close in
15 minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that all debate on the pending paragraph and all
amendments thereto close in five minutes, Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wiseon-
sin, who was last heard, has misconstrued entirely a single
sentence in the Engineer's Report, and upon that he bases a
very specieus and very illogical argument. He says there is a
gentence, in effeet, that the existing facilities are deemed ade-
quate for the existing commerce. Now, to what does that
refer? The gentleman fakes that in its broadest sense, sep-
arates it from the context, treats it as though it were a single
sentence with no connection whatever with what precedes i,
and yet it is limited entirely to that which preceded it; and it
gays this only and means this only: That the existing facili-
ties, so far as wharves are concerned, so far as highways are
concerned, are adequate to accommodate the existing commerce,
and that is all that it says.

It has no such reference at all as the gentleman supposes,
amd if he had read the report carefully he would have seen that
it had no reference at all to the guestion of the stream itself,
the waterway, being adequate for the commerce which ean be
transported upon it, and which is the question at issue. And

AMr. Chairman——
Will the gentleman pardon me to make a

that is about the way the gentlemen who are criticizing this
bill get their material.

They think that the Chief of Engineers

is an editor and a writer instead of being, as le is, a scientific
man who deals with these matters as an engineer, and they
find some one sentence of this kind and upon that they build
a fairy tale which has absolutely no possible connection with
the facts which are involved. :

Now, let us see what is involved here. The fact is that this
project has been in existence for a considerable length of time.
It is a 12-foot project and the work at the northerly end is well
under way. It is a projeet which is 190—praectically 200—
miles long. It is a project which in its incomplete condition
attracts about 700,000 to 800,000 tons of freight per year, and
has attracted that amount of tonnage all through until war
time was reached, and even in war time it has attracted about
400,000 tons. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Stavrorp]
says that this is a pleasure way; that he has seen yachts
which dared the tempests of the ocean. Of course he has.
But the barges which carry freight do not dare the ocean.
They take even on this inadequate canal to the amount——

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gertleman yield?

Mr. DEMPSEY. I have not the time.

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not think you have time for faets.

Mr. DEMPSEY, They take it to the amount of hundreds
of thousands of tons, and have taken it ever since the project
was commenced. That is the situation. And these gentlemen go
back to the time previous to the war and say, “ You can not use
$750,000.” Of course, you could not at the time the engineer
made the printed report. But war conditions have ceased.
The conditions are totally changed. The Engineer Department
can to-day obtain dredges. 'They are ready to do this work.
And they make their recommendations not as of six months
or eight months ago, but they make their recommendations as
to the conditions prevailing to-day. And with those conditions
before them they say the amount recommended can be used.

Now, let us just take for a moment the tone of this criticisin.
I believe gentlemen can discuss these matters and not become
personal. And I believe that gentlemen can discuss these mat-
ters and refer solely to facts, I believe that gentlemen can
discuss these matters and be fair to their associates. I believe
that gentlemen can discuss these matters and not indulge in per-
sonalities. T say that this project comes before the committec
with the indorsement of the Chief of Englneers. And it comes
before the committee also justified by the amount of commerce,
justified by the changed conditions, and the amount which is
asked can be used.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I wish fo have five minutes
in conclusion. Would the gentleman from New York like to have
two of those minutes?

Mr. DEMPSEY. No; I have finished.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen-
tary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Was it the arrangement that
the gentleman from Wisconsin should close?

The CHAIRMAN. The arrangement was for 15 minutes, and
the Chair understood it would be divided between the gentle-
man from New Yeork [Mr. Deumpsey], the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. Sararr], and the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [AIr. FREAR].

Mr. SMALL.
time?

Alr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. A minute or two.

Mr. SMALIL. I yield to the gentleman two minutes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would like to make this fur-
fher parlinmentary inquiry. Has not the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Frear] already spoken on this amendment?

The CHAIRMAN. I understand; but the Chair also under-
stands it was the unanimous consent that the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] was to have five minutes.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman
from New York [Mr, DEmpseY]l, who always gets the bouquets
thrown at him, also gets four millions in this bill,

Mr. DEMPSEY, Because the project merits it. That is the
reason.

Mr, FREAR. I can not question the gentleman’s argument on
that, and I do not pretend to do that. When the gentleman
speaks about personalities being injected into this discussion,
let me say they first came from the gentleman from North Caro-
lina, whose project this is, because he was the first one who had
the temerity to charge men with intellectual dishonesty on this
floor because they disagreed with him on his bill, Let me say
a word to the zentleman from New York., What does he know
about it? Practically not auything., He mistakes the com-
merce.  He does not have it correctly, The commerce in 1914
was a little over 200,000 tons. Last year it was only 148,000
tons, and over half of that was timber and logs,

Would the gentleman like to get some of my
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Mr. DEMPSEY. That was by the Government canal only.
That was—oh, I was talking about the commerce.

Mr., FREAR. I object, Mr. Chairman. I have only a little
time, and I want to go into this thing. I have given the offi-
cial commerce fizures for this project, and those are the figures
in the Engineer’s Report that we were entitled to rely upon.
The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr, Duprt] challenges my judg-
ment of this item. I will say that I used to live on that water-
way. The gentleman does not know the waterway. I know it;
at least portions of it. Only 148,000 tons of commerce were
borne on that waterway last year, and this bill carries over
$750,000 for it, with over $600,000 in balances on hand. Think
of it! What an absurdity! But the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. Saarcr], chairman of the committee, wants the
project and he gets it, just as he got the other $250,000 project
for North Carolina.

The suggestion is made that a remark made by Gen. Taylor
as an afterthought—just a remark in answer to a question—
the suggestion is made that Gen. Taylor’s remark should set
aside the results of the investigation and determination of the
engineers, whose official reports are before us. Why, Mr.
Chairman, what chance does an Army officer have between us
when he gets down with the committee and every member is
anxious about his projects, when the chairman of the com-
mittee, with the interest that he naturally feels in a project
of this kind, is interested? The engineers did not ask for a
dollar in their report, neither for the first eanal nor for the
second, and the committee has added $1,000,000 in these two
ftems.

Now I want to diseuss one more item.

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
moment?

Mr. FREAR. In a moment, and then I will get through. The
suggestion has been made here that these improvements will
furnish employment to men. Mr. Chairman, I make this state-
ment—I have made it before; I have asked for investigating
committees, and they have not been granted—I make the state-
ment that the Dredgers’ Association under a gentlemen's agree-
ment practically controls all the dredging on the coast to-day.
Under a gentlemen’s agreement they divide up the territory and
work. They estimate the cost and then they usually double,
adding about 100 per cent. I am satisfied that those are the
correct figures, because they come to me from a source that I
deem unquestionable. Here is the evidence of how this dredging
has jumped: In 1916 Bowers & Co. were charging us for North
Landing 5.9 cents a yard. Last year, 1918, at North Landing
it had increased to 22 cents, as compared with 5.9 cents, or about
6 cents. At the same place the dredgers have jumped it three
times and more in their estimates. Take the Virginia cut, which
in 1915 was 14 cents for dredging. In 1918 the Virginia cut
is given at 22 cents, an increase of 50 per cent. As I say, when
you have that situation the men who run the dredges will get
that Government money. It is not the soldiers who want em-
ployment who will get it. The dredgers charge 100 per cent
over the cost. That is the statement that comes to us.

Now, from the evidence that we have the Treasury is in worse
shape than it was when these estimates were first made. We
have a $6,000,000,000 revenue bill confronting us. The Army
engineers sald they did not need any money for either of these
projects before and did not want it; and yet Gen. Taylor gets
into the record and says one-quarter of a million could be spent
for one of these projects and three-quarters of a million for
another. T leave that statement speak for itself.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Wiscon-
gin has expired.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I will ask the
gentleman from North Carolina how much time I may have?

Mr, SMALL, Three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from: Pennsylvania Is
recognized for three minutes.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mur. Chairman, I have received
this letter from one of the large fertilizer establishments of
Philadelphin:

PHILADELPINIA, December 1), 1918,

Hon, J. HaMproNn MOORE, ;
House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

Drar Smm: We have been advised that the United States Shipping
Board have advanced freight rates on phosphate rock from Florida
eastern ports to Philadelphia and other tidewater ports 90 cents per
ton. ‘This serlouslﬁ affects our fertilizer business and costs to the
farmer, since Florida phosphate rock plays an essential part in the
fertilizer industry; in fact, the material is indispensable. This cost
must recessarily be refleeted in the selling price of the manufactured.

uct, and it is unfortunate that this is asked at this time, because
t will tend to increase the cost of gmdnd crops, whereas-the feeling
now seems to be that the cost of | :am& reeede.

The present vessel rate of freight from Florida to Philadelphia is
$6.50 ?er ton, and vessel pays for lcading and discharging. o new
rate will work out $7 per ton, free loading and discharging, which really
amonunts to an increase of about §1 per ton.

When we tell you that this new rate is three and one-half times the
normal rate before the war, we think you will ee with us that thig
seems ont of proportion for a comparatively short-haul constwise ocean
trin. This pew rate becomes effective on 15, and we earnestly

your support to our protest, and ask if you will take this up for
Es laundt:gr the fertilizer industry in general, since the entire industry
ected.

Anything that you can do which will help out on this vital mattes
that affects the cost of food production will be greatly appreciated by
us and be of service to the country at large,

Very truly, yours,
Bavem & Boxs Co.,
E. BorLEr, Jr.,
Treasurer,

The present vessel rate referred to In this letter is for that
outside ocean voyage that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr,
Srarrorp] thinks we should resort to.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit
an interruption?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In a moment. Both gentle-
men from Wisconsin have been arguing for an outside route.
One of them said he has seen “ a little dory "—that, I am frank
to say, might send him to oblivion in some of these inland
waters about which he complains—riding gaily out on the
ocean “in a te ous sea.” I have never in my experience,
except down in the West Indies, seen any “little dory " riding
on *a tempestuous sea " out in the ocean. And I question from
what I did see whether the gentleman from Wiseonsin would
care fo be in one under the circumstances. But I read recently
of dozens of American vessels going to the bottom on the At-
lantic const in peaceful seas beeause we did not have these
inland waterways open. The German submarines were out
there on the open sea and the American ships that might have
used an inside passage in times of war, but which had not been
prepared for them, were sent to the bottom. It was * too expen-
sive” to build these inside waterways. The gentleman has
forgotten that the ocean has not been free, is not free now, to
American shipping along the Atlantic senboard. The gentle-
man has forgotten that the German submarines were here amnd
that American vessels were sunk and American coastwise ship-
ping stopped because American torpedo-boat destroyers were
loaned to our allies to protect their shipping and ours on the
other side of the water. The gentleman has temerity to stand
here and say that we shall not improve our inland waterways,
but shall continue to take all the risks of the outside sea, upon
which he once saw a little dory riding in a tempestuous storm.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr,
Saarnn] s recognized for three minutes.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Dempsey] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr,
Moore] have so completely answered any objection to the ap-
propriation for this waterway from Norfolk to Beaufort that I
would not consume the time of the committee except for the
remarks made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Star-
rorn]. I have such great respect for him that I am constrained
to sny he would not have made the argument he did if he had
been well informed. It is impossible for a man within 5 min-
utes or 10 minutes to glanee over a report and reach a satisfac-
tory conclusion on a subject upon which boards of engineers
have been engaged in investigation for months and upomr
which at least some members of the committee have read hun-
dreds of pages of evidence and upon which at least some Mem-
bers of the House have endeavored to give intelligent study.
So, while the argument of the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. Starrorp] was not creditable to him, it is due to the fact
that he had not given sufficient time to study the reports and
inform himself.

The gentleman talks about the necessity of this interior
waterway when we have the Atlantic Ocean. Does the gentle-
man know that this waterway lies behind Cape Hatteras and
Cape Lookout, which, along with Cape Cod, are the most dan-
gerous points along the Atlantic seaboard and in the whole
world? Does the gentleman know that this waterway leading
down from Norfolk traverses the sounds of eastern North
Carolinn to Beaufort, and that for that entire distance there
is not a single navigable outlet to the ocean, so that the only
way those people in eastern North Carolina ean reach Norfolk,
Baltimore, and Philadelphia by water. is through this inside
route? Does the gentleman know further that prior to this
war we were building up quite a substantial through commerce
between Charleston and Savannah and other southern ports.
with Norfolk, Baltimore, and Philadelphin% This traffic waar
by barges, whieh navigated the ocean south of Beaufert Inlet.:
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Beaufort Inlet lies south of boith Cape Hatteras and Cape
Lookout, from which point coastwise navigation south to Jaek-
sonville is comparatively safe. There is not a more meritorious
project in all the country than this Norfolk-Beaufort water-
way. The gentleman cimply did not know. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn,
and the Clerk will read. ’

The Clerk read as follows:

Blackwater River, Va.; Meherrin and Roanoke Rivers, aml Newbegun
Creek, N. C.: Completing improvement of Newbegun Creek im accord-
ance with the report nul}_mlttefl in House Document No. 24, Sixty-third
Congress, first session, £3,000,

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I desire before I conclude these remarks to discuss New-
begun Creek. I am interested, and I think the House ought to
be interested, in the unprejudiced judgment passed upon this
inland waterway by the president of the Inland Waterways As-
sociation, assisted by the vice president of the Inland Water-
ways Association,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. I have only five minutes, and I want to dis-
euss Newbegun Creek,

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
sonal—

Mr, FREAR. I will say this, that the gentleman is one of
the most courteous and one of the most able gentlemen on the
floor of the House; but when this question is raised by these
two gentlemen here, of course they have this deep interest in
it, it is very dear to their hearts, and they have urged it con-
stantly. I am not speaking now of the vast amount of money in
this bill in which the gentleman’s community is interested, as
well as the large amount going to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. DEsmpsey], but I do say that they are not entirely
unprejudiced, and I do not assume that I am. I try to be, how-
ever.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman makes this
personal reference on every paragraph of the bill. Surely there
must be some reason for it.

Mr. FREAR. No; this last item is an inland waterway, where
a million dollars has been put in.

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FREAR. No, I ean not; this next item is the Newbegun
Creek, a very important proposition. It was stricken out in the
1914 bill. I read from the Engineer's Report :

A gasoline boat 07 feet long, with 43 feet maximum drafi, runs be-
tween the landings on this creek and Elizabeth City, making daily round
trips during most of the year, though occasionally the schedule is re-
dueed to three round trips per week. This boat makes eonnection at
Elizabeth City with the Norfolk Southern Railroad. There are a num-
ber of other boats used on this stream, but they do not appear to run on
a regular schedule. =

It has not been sible to obtaln complete statistics as to the annual
commeree of the smm owing to the partial destruction by fire of the
records of the gasoline boat, but from the data that could be obtalned
it is estimated that the annual commerce amounts to about 5,000 tons,
valued at $300.000,

This {s the first examination of this creek that has been directed by
Congress, and no work has ever been done upon it by the United Htates,
but abont 30 years ago an attempt to improve the bar was made by a
!oca]l steamboat company, which execavated the southern channel now
used,

That item is shoved in here when we are paying more taxes
and more taxes and more funds are asked with which to buy
liberty bonds.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman state when this New-
begun Creek was begun?

Mr. FREAR. It does not say when it was begun. Probably
Jjust begun. It is a tributary of the Albemarle Sound, but it says
that the stream varies in depth after a rainfall, and that with
unfavorable wind the variation may be 2 feet.

Mr, MADDEN. Does the wind blow the water out of the
channel ?

Mr, FREAR. To the extent of 2 feet.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FREAR. I will yield for a question but not for a state-
ment.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.
been upon the water——

Mr. DUPRE. Does not the gentleman think it would be ad-
visable to investigate the Deep Waterway League, the same as
they are investigating the National Security League?

Mr. FREAR. No; because the gentleman was in favor of
investigating the National Security League, and he is not in
favor of an investigation of the Waterway League. I accept his
judgment in this case.

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman know
that the action of the wind influences the tide?

Mr, FREAR. Yes; it states here to the extent of 2 feet.

The gentleman is so per-

The gentleman has never

Mr. MOORE of Penusylvanin. And that the wind frequently
holds the water down so that vessels have to wait until the wintl
subsides?

Mr. FREAR. That is so in the Newbegun Creek to the extent
of 2 feet. The gasoline boat ean not get up the ereek when
the wind blows.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is there any gentleman except
he who comes from the mountain top that would laugh at that
proposition? J

Mr. FREAR. Oh, we have the second largest harbor in the
country in my own State and plenty of good waterway projeects.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, the gentleman runs like a
March hare.

Mr. FREAR. Yes; and so does the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania, who has interrupted me. I ean not yield to discussion
further on this line,

Mr. MADDEN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman from Tllinois.

Mr. MADDEN. What does the gentleman from Wisconsin
think of the suggestion that a bulkhead be built on one side of
the channel to stop the wind from blowing the water out of the
channel ?

Mr. FREAR. 1 think it would be better to place the gasoline
boat on stilts, or use some other means for floating it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Manteo Bay. Seuppernong, Pamlico, Tar, South, Bay, Neuse, amd
Trent Rivers, Fishing, Contentnea, Swift. and 8mith Creeks, and water-
way connecting Swan Quarter Bay with Deep Bay, N. C.: For mainte-
nance, $7.500 ; mmpletln%improvement of Bcuppernong River in accord-
ance with the report submitted In House document No. 1196, Sixty-
second Congress, session, $31,800; in all, $39,200.

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Chairman, I move to sirike out the
last word., I want to express my commendation of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania in trying to get lower freight rates on
phosphate rock. The gentleman has been so uniformly eriticizing
the gouthern producer in all things that we grow——

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RAGSDALE. Yes

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I never unfavorably eriticized
the southern producer, but always sought to enconrage him and
have him do his best.

Mr. RAGSDALE. I have heard the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania stand on the floor and criticize the southern eotton planter
for not being patriotic beeause he would not grow more linters,
when the gentleman knows, as a matter of faet, that there is no
such thing as the growing of linters. The gentleman has learned
that none of these items enters into the cost of production, in-
cluding that of cotton, beeause his manufacturers have it brought
home to them that the gentleman is willing to do something for
the southern eotton planters. I am glad to find him on that
gide, even if he has been moved by the interests of the northern
manufacturer. $

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I see that the
gentleman is good-natured about this, and I shall not pursue the
controversy, I think we are pretty nearly alike on the proposi-
tion.

Mr. FREAR. Mr, Chairman, I wish to address myself to the
Scuppernong River, if I may ; that is, Scuppernong Creek, which
is the project, one of the six new projects that go into the hill.

Mr. MANN, What is the meaning of the word “scupper-
nong?" ]

Mr. FREAR. Scuppernong is a grape, and a very delicious
one. I have lived down there, and I know. In 1913 the com-
merce of this remarkable creek amounted to 80,000 tons, but in
1917 it had dwindled down to 9,000 tons. You may be sure that
the engineer who made the estimates down there, when he gave
a loss of 70 per cent, did not misrepresent it. The average haul
is 4 miles. No boat lines have been established. The improve-
ment has had the effect of reducing the freight rates, it says. All
of the wharves are privately owned. Mr. Chairman, nearly one-
half of the speech of the chairman of the committee was in
regard to having publicly owned wharves on waterways, and
here down in his own State we find that they are privately owned.
Why select Ohio for public wharves instead of having the
wharves down in North Carolina public? I have before me
Docnment No. 1196 of the Sixty-second Congress, second session,
which contains a report way baek in 1912, and in this time,
when we are taking the blood out of the people, to use the
splendid expression of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr,
Mooze], to pay bills, you are asking us to put the Scuppernong
Creek and Newbegun Creek in this bill. Let us see what the
report says. Reading from page 5 we find that the first repovt
was unfavorable to any improvements, because of the small eom-
merce and the sparse population, for they were amply served as
it was at that time, and now the commerce has dwindled to
9,000 tons. The report of 1902 covered some proposed improve-
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ments at the bar and was a favorable one and resulted 1n
adoption.

Mr. MADDEN. Have they got bars down there?

Mr. FREAR. They have bars there. It is said in the report
that the improvements made have resulted in placing the com-
merce on a substantial basis, excepting for a severe blow that
was received in 1908. What was that severe blow? *“Prior to
that time there were no railroads in that section, and all the
transportation of products was dependent upon the water, but
during 1908 a branch of the Norfolk & Southern Railroad was
extended to Creswell,” and that was the unfortunate occurrence
which took away from the water traffic. It is said that that,
combined with the finaneial panic of that year, resulted in a
large decrease in the river tonnage. The report says that at
that time it was 68,000 tons, and now it is only 9,000 tons.
Think of it. Here is a loss of about 85 per cent in that time,
and this bill proposes to give this creek as much more as it has
had in all of the years of the past. Think of the waste in this
project! Generally speaking, it is said the depth of water
appears to be ample for the one steamer and 25 schooners that
navigate the river, except above Cross Landing, and then it is
rendered difficult on account of the bends and obstructions.
Yet with that statement of facts, with that situation presented
by the engineers in the report of 1912, the people of the country
in this year, with a deficit of eighteen billions before the coun-
try, with people being urged to buy liberty bonds, are to be
taxed $1,000,000 for two little waterways down there, together
with the Newbegun and the Scuppernong Creeks. Think of the
absurdity of it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

Beaufort and Morehead City Harbors, Beaufort Inlet, waterway from
Pamllco Sound to Beaufort Inlet, wnterwn,y connecting Core Sound and
Beaufort Harbor, channel connecting Thoroun h.ﬁare 'Ba and
and inland waterway Beaufort to Jaelmonvﬂ e, N, C. 'or mintenance,
$24.500; completing improvement of Beaufort Harhor in accordance
with the report submitted in House Document No. 1108, Sixty-third
Congress, second session, g‘}.’) ,900 ; completing imy rovement of nnel
conneetin, ‘I‘borw hfare y and in accordance with
the repor% submi tged Dncument 'E\io 11i5 Sixty-third Con-
gress, second session, $5 200 in all, $45,600.

Mr. SMALL. Mr, Chairman, I move mat the committee do
now rise,

Mr. MADDEN. This item has not been passed.

Mr, SMALL. No; it is open for discussion. I desire to an-
nounce now that we shall iry to complete the bill to-morrow. I
move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Byexs of Tennessee, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that committee had had under consideration the
River and Harbor appropriation bill and had come to no reso-
lution thereon.

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock
to-morrow.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from North Carolina asks

unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it ad-
journ to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. Is there objection?
* Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, if
we are to have notice now that we are to stay in session to-
morrow night until this bill is passed, I think I shall have to
object to meeting at 11 o’clock. I have other things to do.

Mr, SMALL. I hope the gentleman will not object.

Mr. MADDEN. I do not want to object.

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman was present when we had the
colloquy here,

Mr. MADDEN. I know I was present.

Mr. SMALL. And when it was announced——

Mr, MADDEN. But there was not any such statement made
as that we are going to stay in session until late to-morrow night.

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman may not have heard it.

Mr. MADDEN. I was here, and there was no statement of
that sort made. Anyhow, if there is such a statement made now,
I am going to object. I am willing to meet at 11 o'clock, but I
am not willing to stay until 9 o'clock to-morrow night.

The SPEAKER. That is no part of the gentleman's request.

Mr. MADDEN. I know.

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows, but that was not part of
the gentleman’s request.

Mr. MADDEN. And unless the gentleman says he does not
intend to do that——

Mr. SMALL. Of course, the completion of the bill is in the
control of the committee.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request to meet
at 11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow?

Mr. MADDEN. I think I shall have to object, unless we have
an understanding that we quit at a reasonable time to-morrow
night.

Mr. SMALL. I hope the gentleman will not object.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MADDEN. I object.

THE LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILT.
(H. REPT. NO. 910).

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the
Committee on Appropriations, I present a bill making appropria-
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and for
other purposes, for printing under the rule.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 14078) making appropriations for the legislative, execu-
tive, and jur.lldl.l expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1920, and for other purposes.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, I reserve all points of order
on the bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin reserves all
points of order on the bill, and the bill is ordered to be printed
and referred to the Comlmttee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union,

REREFERENCE OF A RILL.

Mr. WELLING. Mr. Speaker, on December 30 I introduced a
bill (H. R. 13565) affecting the mining of rare minerals, which
was erroneously referred to the Committee on the Merchant Ma-
rine and Fisheries, and I ask unanimous consent that it be re-
ferred to the (,ommittee on Mines and Mining, to which it
belongs.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered.

Mr. MANN, Mr. Speaker, I think when a gentleman makes
a request we should hear what it is. We could not hear what
the gentleman was asking, and the Speaker did not state the
request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it over again so
that all gentlemen can hear it.

Mr. WELLING. I ask unanimous consent that a bill I intro-
duced on December 30, which was erroneously referred to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, be referred
to the Committee on Mines and Mining, and that request has
the indorsement of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ALEX-
ANDER], the chairman of the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries.

Mr. MANN and Mr. ROBBINS. What is the bill?

The SPEAKER. It is in reference to the mining of rare
minerals.

Mr. MANN. I suppose the mistake was made by marking it
“M. & M.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the

House that on Monday, after the reading of the Journal, T have
20 minutes to speak upon the question of the League to Enforce
Peace.
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Masox]
asks unanimous consent that next Monday, after the reading of
the Journal, on the conclusion of business on the Speaker's table,
that he shall be permitted to address the House for not to exceed
20 minutes on the League to Enforce Peace.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, I will say that I am extremely sorry to havé to
object to any request made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Masox], but some time ago I gave notice that during the short
session, when I was present, objection would be made to making
a speech after the reading of the Journal. It would have to come
up in general debate on some bill. The reason for it is, of course,
that it might interfere with the fransaction of important busi-

ness.

Mr. MANN. We will probably be on the legislative appropria-
tion bill in general debate on Monday. I have no doubt that my
colleague could secure time on that.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I object.

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I will renew the request that
when we adjourn to-day we adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock a. m.
to-morrow.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 11
o'clock a. m, to-morrow. Is there objection?
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Mr. MADDEN. 1If we can have some assurance that we will
adjourn not later than 6 o'clock to-morrow, I will not object.
I am as anxious to get through as anybody else is.

Alr. KITCHIN. I think we will finish the bill, but I could not
give the assurance, N

Mr. MADDEN. Then I object.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. KITCHIN. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 6
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday,

January 11, 1919, at 12 ¢'clock noon.

AMr.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a
proposed draft of a bill providing for readjustment of the rates
of pay of chief pay clerks and chief pharmacists of the Navy
(H. Doc. No. 1669) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs and
ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the assistant chief clerk of the Court of
Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the
case of Harry R. Hurlbut, Sherman R. Hurlbut, Elizabeth J.
Huorlbut, and Horace A, Hurlbut, heirs of Frederick J. Hurlbut,
decensed, v. The United States (H. Doe. No. 1670) ; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmiiting
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, submitting
supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the War
Department for the fiscal year 1919 (H, Doe. No. 1671) ; to the
Committee on Appropriations amd ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication from the Public Printer, submitting
supplemental estimate of appropriation required hy the Govern-
ment Printing Office for the fiseal year 1919 (H. Doc, No. 1672) ;
to the Committee on Approprintions and ordered to be printed.

o, A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior,
submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required
by the Geologieal Survey for topographic surveys in the United
States, fiscal year 1919 (H. Doe. No. 1673) ; to the Comunittee
on Appropriations and ordered to be prlnted-

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trmmmttlng
eopy of a communication from the president of the Columbia
Institute for the Deaf submitting a supplemental estimate of
appropriation required for current expenses of the institution
during the remainder of the fiscal year 1919 (H. Doe, No. 1674) ;
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
eopy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture sub-
mitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation required by
the Department of Agriculture for assistance in supplying and
conserving farm labor through cooperation with State, countr,
and local agencies, fiscal year 1919 (H. Doc. No, 1675) ; to the
Committee on Agriculture and ordered to be printed.

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture suh-
mitting a substitute estimate of appropriation required by the De-
partment of Agriculture for farmers' cooperative demonstration
work, fiscal year 1920 (H. Doc. No. 1676) ; to the Committee on
Agriculture and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT,

Mr. RAKER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill (H. R, 17) to include certain lamds
in the counties of Modoc and Siskiyou, Cal, in the Modoc
National Forest, California, and for other purposes, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.909), which
sald bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under eclause 2 of Itule XIII, private bills and resolutions
svere severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk,
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr, WELLING, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 2885) for the relief of Moses M. Bane,
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report

(No. 905), which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi, from the Committee on Claims,
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 5495) for the relief of
Joseph A. Prat, reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 806), which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 4923) to relieve the estate of Thomas H. Hall, de-
ceased, late postmaster at Panacea, Fla., and the bondsmen of
said Thomas H. Hall of the payment of money alleged to have
been misappropriated by a clerk in said office, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 907), which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. WELLING, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (H. R. 9045) for the relief of certain pay ofli-
cers of the United States Navy, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 908), which said bill
and report were referred to the I’rivate Calendar.

.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills, resolutions, and lmnmrinls
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. STRONG : A bill (H. . 13945) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate to the county of Armstrong, State of
Pennsylvania, two German cannon or fieldpieces; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affuirs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13946) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the town of Punxsutawney, Pa., two German can-
non or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13047) authorizing the Secretury of War
to donate to the county of Clarion, State of Pennsylvania, two
German cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committec on thmu
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13948) authorizing the Secretary of \War
to donate to the town of New Bethlehem, Pa., two German can-
non or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R, 13949) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the county of Jefferson, State of Penusylvania,
two German cannon or fieldpieces: to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13950) authorizing the Secretury of War
to donate to the town of Ford City, Pa., two German cannon ov
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill .(H. R. 13951) authorizing the Secrctary of War
to donate to the county of Indiana, State of Pennsylyvania, two
German cannon or fieldpieceés; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13952) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the town of Blairsville, Pa,, two German eannon or
fieldpieces; to the Commitiee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. . 13953) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the Brookville Park Association, Brookville, Pa.,
two German canuon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 13954) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the Ceniral High School, St. Joseph,
Mo.; the State Normal School, Maryville, Mo.; the Tarkio Col-
lege, Tarkio, Mo.; and the county of Andrew, Ao., one each o
German brass cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committec on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. FIJLLER of Tllinois: ‘A bill (H. R. 13955) authoriz-
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Sycamore,
111, one German eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18956) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the eity of Mendota, Ill., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H, R. 13957) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Peru, Ill., one German eannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H, R. 13958) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Morris, 111, one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13959) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of DeKalb, Ill., one German ennnon or
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 13960) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Ottawa, Ill., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13961) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of La Salle, I1l., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.




1256

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 10,

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 13962) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate to the city of Columbia, S. C., one Ger-
man cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Ml]itary Affairs.

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 13963) to increase the salary
of the United States marshal for the eastern district of Vir-
ginia ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 13964) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the cities of Crowley, Oberlin, De
Rider, Lake Charles, Cameron, Ville Platte, Opelousas, and
Jennings, La., each two German cannons or fieldpieces; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BURNETT : A bill (H. R. 13965) to expel and exclude
from the United States certain undesirable aliens; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 13966) to prevent the sale
of firearms to minors; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 13967) to amend an act entitled
“An act to authorize the establishment of a Bureau of War
Risk Insurance In the Treasury Department,” approved Sep-
tember 2, 1914, and an act in amendment thereto approved
October 6, 1917; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. [

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 13968) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate to the city of Spring Green, Wis., one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13969) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Thorp, Wis., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13970) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of New Lisbon, Wis.,, one German cannon or
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13971) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Owen, Wis.,, one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 183972) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Merrillan, Wis., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13973) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Prairie du Sae, Wis., one German cannon or
fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13974) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the eity of Sauk City, Wis.,, one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KING : A bill (H. R. 13975) authorizing the Secretary
of War to donate to the city of Geneseo, Ill., one German cannon
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13976) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Canton, IlL, one German cannon or field-
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18977) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Quincy, Ill., one German cannon or field-
piece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13978) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Rushyille, Ill., one German cannon or field-
piece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13979) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Lewistown, Ill, one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, o bill (H. R. 13980) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Galesburg, Ill., one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13981) sauthorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Cambridge, 111, one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 13982) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the city of Eastport, Me., two bronze
grﬂbimss cannen or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military

airs.

By Mr. ROBBINS: A bill (H. R. 13983) authorizing the
Secretary of War to deliver to the borough of New Kensington,
in the State of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with
carriage, captured in the war with Germany, together with a
suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13984) authorizing the Secretary of War
to (lelher to the borough of Jeannette, in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with ecarriage, captured in the
war with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13985) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the borough of Slippery Rock, in the State of Penn-
sylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in
the war with Germany, together with a supitable number of
shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. &, 13986) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the borough of Harmony, in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the
war with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 13987) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the borough of Zelienople, in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the
war with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a blll (H. R. 13988) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the borough of Irwin, in the State of Pennsylvania,
one cannon or fieldpiece, with earriage, captured in the war with
Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13989) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the borough of Vandergrift, in the State of Penn-
gylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in
the war with Germany, together with a suitable number of
shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13990) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the borough of Mount Pleasant, in the State of
Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured
in the war with Germany, together with a suitable number of
shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13991) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the borough of Scottdale, in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the
war with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13992) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the borough of Monessen, in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the
war with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13993) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the borough of Latrobe, in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the
war with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 13994) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the ecity of Butler, in the State of Pennsylvania,
one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war
with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13995) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deli\er to the eity of Greensburg, in the State of Pennsylva-
nia, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in the war
with Germany, together with a suitable number of shells; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 13996) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the Borough of Laporte, county of
Sullivan, State of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece cap-
tured from the enemy during the present war ; to the Committec
on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. IR. 13997) authorizing the Secretary of Wuar
to donate to the borough of Sunbury, county of Northumber-
land, State of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece captured
from the enemy during the present war; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13998) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the borough of Danville, county of Montour, State
of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece captured from the
enemy during the present war; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13999) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the borough of Bloomsburg, county of Columbla.
State of Pennsylvania, one cannon or fieldpiece captured from the
enemy during the present war; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 14000) authorizing the
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Lexington, Ky., three
g;rm&nén cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military

airs.

By Mr. GANDY : A bill (H, R. 14001) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate to the county of Gregory, 8. Dak., one
ggfrmau cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military

airs.

By Mr. BRODBECK : A bill (H. R. 14002) authorizing the
Secretary of War to donate to the borough of Hanover, York
County, Pa., four cannon or fieldpieces, with carriages, with
suitable number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 14003) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the borough of Gettysburg, Adams County, Pa.,
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90 German cannon or fieldpieces, with carriages, with suitable
number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. IR, 14004) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of York, York County, Pa., four cannon
or fieldpieces, with carriages, with suitable number of shells;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 14005) to incorporate the
Order of the Gold Star; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 14006) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to deliver to the village of Malone, in the State of
New York, one cannon or fieldpiece, with carriage, captured in
the war with Germany, together with a suitable number of
shells ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14007) authorizing the Secretary of War
to deliver to the village of Port Henry, for use at old Fort
St. Frederick, N. Y., ‘one cannon or fieldplece, with carriage,
captured in the war with Germany, together with a suitable
number of shells; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 14008) authorizing the
Secretary of War to donate to the town of Kingston, Caldwell
County, Mo., two German cannon or fieldpieces; to the Comnit-
tee on Military Affairs. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 14009) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Gallatin, Daviess County, Mo., two Ger-
man cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H., R, 14010) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Liberty, Clay County, Mo., two German
cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs

Also, a bill (H. R. 14011) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Richmond, Ray County, Mo., two Ger-
man cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14012) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the ecity of Plattsburg, Clinton County, Mo., two
German cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 14013) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the ecity of Maysville, Dekalb County, Mo., two
German cannon or-fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14014) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Bethany, Harrison County, Mo., two
G;}l’nmn cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. ;

Also, a bill (H. R. 14015) authorizing the Secretary of War

_to donate to the city of Albany, Gentry County, Mo, itwo
g};rnmn cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14016) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Princeton, Mercer County, Mo., two
Germnan cannon or fieldpieees; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Alsc, a bill (H. R. 14017) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Grant City, Worth County, Mo., two
German cannon or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military
‘Affairs.

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (II, R, 14018) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate fo the city of Falmouth, Ky., two German
cannon or fleldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H.-R. 14019) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Williamstown, Ky., two German cannon
or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R, 14020) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Warsaw, Ky., two German ecannon or
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

* Also, a bill (H, R. 14021) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Bedford, Ky., two German cannon or
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14022) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the city of Carrollton, Ky., two German cannon or
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R, 14023) aunthorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Newport, Ky, four German cannon or
fieldpieces ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14024) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Covington, Ky., four German cannon or
fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14025) authorizing the Secretary of War
to Jonate to the city of Burlington, Ky., two German cannon or
fielilpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

I'y Mr. TIMBERLAKE : A bill (H. IN. 14026) donating a cap-
tured German eannon or field gun and carriage to the county of

Boulder, State of Colorado, for decorative and patriotic pur--

poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 14027) donating a eaptured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the county of Yuma, State of Colo-
rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes;-to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

" Also, a bill (H. It. 14028) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the county of Washington, State of
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14029) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the county of Weld, State of Colo-
rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14030) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the county of Sedgwick, State of
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14031) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and ecarriage to the county of Morgan, State of
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14032) donating a captured German cannon
or fleld gun and carriage to the county of Kit Carson, State of
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14033) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the county of El Paso, State of
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 14034) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the county of Elbert, State of Cole-
rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee
on Military Affairs. i

Also, a bill (H. It. 14035) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the county of Logan, State of Colo-
rado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 14036) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and earriage to the county of Lincoln, State of
Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14037) donating a captured German cannon
or field gun and carriage to the county of Phillips, State of
Colorado, for decorative and patriotie purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14038) donating a captured German can-
non or field gun and carriage to the county of Larimer, State
of Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. ]

Also, a bill (H. R. 14039) donating a captured German can-
non or field gun and carriage to the county of Arapahoe, State
of Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 14040) donating a captured German can-
non or field gun and earriage to the county of Douglas, State
of Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a4 bill (H. R, 14041) donating a captured German can-
non or field gun and carriage to the county of Cheyenne, State
of Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14042) donating a captured German ean-
non or field gun and carriage to the county of Adams, State
of Colorado, for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14043) donating a captured German ecan-
non or field gun and earriage to the public park at Baton, Weld
County, Colo., for decorative and patriotic purposes; to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 14044) donating a captured German can-
non or field gun and carriage to the town of Limon for the city
park of Limon, Colo., for decorative and patriotic purposes;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14045) donating a captured German can-
non or field gun and earriage to the park board of Longmont
Park, Longmont, Colo., for decorative and patriotic purposes;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R, 14046) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the city of Defiance, Ohio, one Ger?
man eannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14047) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the village of Paulding, Ohio, one German eannon
or fieldpiece; to Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14048) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Napoleon, Ohlio, one German cannon
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military AfTairs,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 14049) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Van Wert, Ohlo, one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. ‘

Also, a bill (H. R. 14050) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the eity of Ottawa, Ohio, one German eannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 14051) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Bryan, Ohio, one -German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H, R. 14052) aunthorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the eity of Wauseon, Ohio, one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DRUKKER: A bill (H. R. 14053) authorizing the
Secretary of War to donate to the city of Paterson, N. JI., one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 14054) authorizing the Seeretary of War
to donate to the ecity of Passaie, N. J,, one German cannon or
tieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. RR. 14055) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to the city of Laporte City, Black Hawk
County, Jowa, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill' (H. R. 14056) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Dubuque, Iowa, one German cannon
or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14057) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Eagle Grove, Iowa, one German cannon
or fieldpiece, to be placed on the lawn of public library at said
place; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 14058) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Eldora, Hardin County, Towa, one Ger-
man cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 14059) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the city of Eagle Grove, Iowa, one German ecannon
or fieldpiece, to be placed in the city park; to the Committee on
Military Affairs. .

By Mr. WILSON of Lonisiana: A bill (H. R. 14060) author-
izing the Secretary of War to donate to cities and towns in
Louisiana German cannon, fieldpieces, ete.; to the Commitiee on
Military Affairs,

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 14061) for the erection of a
monument to the memory of Theodore Roosevelt at Washington,
D. C.; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. CONNALLY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 14062) authoriz-
ing the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Hamilton, Tex.,
one German eannon or fieldpiece or piece of artillery; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HAYDEN : A bill (H. R. 14063) authorizing the Seere-
tary of War to donate captured German cannon to the ¢ity of
Nogales, Ariz.; to the Commiftee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 14064) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to donate to the county of Crawford, State of Ar-
kansas, to be placed in the courthouse grounds in the eity of Van
Buren, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 14065) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the county of Pike, State of Arkansas, to be placed
in the town of Murfreesboro, one German cannon or fieldpiece;
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ;

Also, o bill (H. I&. 14066) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the Greenwood district, county of Sebastian, State
of Arkansas, to be placed in the eourthouse grounds in the town
of Greenwood, one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 14067) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the southern district of the county of Logan, State
of Arkansas, to be placed in the courthouse grounds in the town
of Booneville, one German cannon or fieldpieee; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14068) authorizing the Secretary of
War to donate to the northern district of the county of Logan,
State of Arkansas, to be placed in the courthouse groumds in
the town of Paris, one German eannon or fieldplece ; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14069) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the Fort Smith distriet of the county of Sebastian,
Htate of Arkansas, to be placed in the courthouse grounds in the
city of Fort Smith, one German eannon or fieldpiece; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14070) authorizing the Secretary of War to
donate to the county of Polk, State of Arkansas, to be placed
in the courthouse grounds in the city of Mena, one German
cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14071) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the county of Sevier, Ark., to be placed in the
courthouse grounds in the city of De Queen, one German eannon
or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affnirs, i

Also, a bill (H. R. 14072) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the county of Scott, Ark., to be placed in the court-
house grounds in the town of Waldron, one German cannon or
fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14073) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the county of Montgomery, Ark., to be placed in the
courthouse grounds in the town of Mount Ida, one German
cannon or fleldpiece; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14074) authoriziug the Secretary of War
to donate to the county of Miller, Ark.,, to be placed in the
courthouse grounds in the city of Texarkana, one German
cannon or fieldpiece ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14075) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate fo the eounty of Howard, State of Arkansas, to be
placed in the courthouse grounds in the city of Nashville, one
German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14076) authorizing the Secretary of War
to donate to the county of Little River, State of Arkansas, to be
placed in the courthouse grounds in the city of Ashdown, one
German cannon or fiekpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R, 14077) to create a commis-
sion to be known as the Federal motion-picture commission,
and defining its powers and duties; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessce: A bill (H. R, 14078) making
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex-
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1920, and for other purposes: to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: Resolution (H. Res, 500) dircet-
ing the Secretary of War to furnish information in reference to
foreign military officers now in the United States to the Clerk
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Military
Affairs, .

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resclutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. . 14079) granting an incrense
of pension to James T. Kent; to the Committee on Invalld Pen-
slons, 3

By Mr, CARLIN: A bill (H. Il. 14080) granting a pension to
Floyd B. Daugherty ; to the Committee on I’ensions.

By Mr. CHURCH : A bill (H. R. 14081) granting a pension to
John M. Williams ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (II. RR. 14082) granting n
pension to Florence G. Tuttle; to the Commitiee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R. 14083) granting a pension fo
William Dugent alins Willinm Brown; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 14084) granting a pen-
sion to Belle Harbert ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr, LONGWORTH (for Mr, HeixTz) : A bill ( H. R. 14085)
granting a pension to Robert Goodman; to the Commitiee on
Pensions.

By Mr. LONGWORTH : A bill (H. R. 14086) granting a pen-
sion to George McFoster ; to the Commitice on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. IR, 14087) granting an increase of pension to
Henson Lanter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions

By Mr. PLATT : A bill (H. R. 14088) for the relief of William
H. Stone; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 14089) granting a pension to
Jesse Courtney ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 14090) granting a pension to
Mary J. Doyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were Iaid
on the Clerk’s desk ail referred as follows:

By' the SPEAKER : Resolutions adopted at mass meeting of
American friends of Irish independence, held at New York,
demanding withdrawal of armies from Ireland and Russia so
that Irish people and the Russian people may be left free to
work out their own destiny; to the Commitice on Foreign
Affairs,
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Dy Mr. PFULLER of [llinois: Petition of members of the Chi-
cago war-service committee of the national war-service com-
mittee of the dry goods and department stores in Chicago and
Illinois, protesting against the proposed tax on certain articles
of wearing apparel, ete., costing above a fixed amount; to the
Committee on Ways aml Means.

Also, petition of the National Automobile Chamber of Com-
meree, the Motor amd Accessory Manufacturers' Association,
the Automobile Equipment Association, and the National Auto-
mobile Dealers' Associntion, protesting against sales taxes on
automobiles, tires, parts, and accessories as proposed in the
pending war-revenue bill; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

Also, petition of Florsheim Shoe Co., opposing the proposed
tax on shoes; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Attleboro (Mass.) Chamber of Commerce
and of Emil Brande & Bro., of Chicago, protesting against the
1;;0])0%&1 tax on jewelry; to the Committee on W'u's and

enns.

Also, petition of Samuel Gompers, president of the American
Federation of Labor, for the enactment of the Smith rehabili-
tation bill, Senate bil 4922; to the Committee on Education.

Also, petition of the pupils of the public schools of Porto Rico,
that a battleship of the United States be named Porto Rico; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of the Powell (Wyo.) Chamber of Commerce
for the completion of the Shoshone irrigation project; to Com-
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.

Also, petition of Local Union No. 401, of Peru, Ill.,, of the Iron
Molders’ Union of North America, favoring the enactment of
the McKellar-Keating retirement bill; to the Committee on
Labor.

Also, petition of Leon F. Mass, favoring the construction of a
system of Government owned, controlled, and maintained paved
trunk-line highways across the United States, from ocean to
ocean and from north to south, with necessary and convenient
intersecting lines; to the Committee on Roads.

Also, petition of J. W. Shorthill, secretary of the National
Council of Farmers’ Cooperative Associations, favoring the
control of railroads to be returned to the Interstate Commerce
Commission; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

Also, petition of H. H. Gross, president of the Universal Mili-
tary Training League, for universal military training and sery-
ice; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of George H. Higgins, factory manager Burd
High Compression Ring Co., of Rockford, Ill., protesting against
the enactment of the bill placing wireless telegraphy under the
sole control of the Government; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of 1V. B. Shafer, jr., of Norfolk, Va advocating
12 months’ extra pay for all who served in the Army or Navy
(itfl;'i:ag the late war with Germany ; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, petition of the Haddorff Piano Co., of Rockford, Il
favoring repeal of the increased postage rate on first-class matter
and opposing repeal of the zone plan for second-class mail; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Rockford (Ill.) Association of Credit
Men, for equality in the levying of taxes under the pending
revenue bill and for speedy enactment of the measure; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, resolutions by the Republican Club of New York, against
the provisions of the revenue bill providing rates of taxa-
‘iilou beyond the current year; to the Committee on Ways and

oans.

Also, memorial of the New Korea Association, for self-deter-
mination of the people of Korea; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

Petition of E. F. Achard, of the Federal Plate Glass Co. of
Illinois, opposing an excess or war profits tax in excess of 50
per cent; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of district board, Division No. 4, of Boston,
Mass.,, and local board, Division No. 1, Rockford, IlL, favoring
a brevet commission and medal for members of the district and
lo;ul selective-service boards; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

By Mr. LUNDEEN : Petition of representatives of Minneapolis
Jewish workers' organizations in convention assembled, indors-
ing the Lundeen resolutions for the recall of American troops
from Russia ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

3¥ Mr. NEELY : Petition of Walter ¥. Naylor and others, of
Wheeling, W. Va., urging Government operation of railroads in
the United States for five years; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Lodge 3826, Brotherhood of Boilermakers, Iron-
Ship Builders, and Helpers, of Grafton, W. Va., urging Govern-
ment operation of railroads in the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. WHITE of Maine : Resolution of Portland (Me.) Coun-
cil, United Commercial Travelers of America, favoring the re-
turn of raiflroads to private ownership and operation under
Government regulation; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolutions of a mass meeting of the Lithuanians of
Lew Iston. Me., and vicinity, favoring the national independence
of Lithuania ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

"HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Saruroay, January 11, 1919.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for that desire which
Thou hast implanted in the heart of man, which is ever moving
him upward and onward toward a betterment of his condition,
physically, mentally, morally, spiritually; for every honest,
patriotie, philanthropic measure in the home, the State, the
Nation, looking to that end; and we most fervently pray that
it may possess our hearts until we all come unto the measure
of the stature of the fullness of Christ; and Thine be the praise,
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday
proved,

was read and ap-

REPRINT OF A BILL,

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for a reprint of the bill H. R. 13026, with the report.

The SPEAKER. What is the bill?

Mr. CLARK of Florida. It is a bill authorizing the Secretary
of the Treasury to provide a hospital and sanitarium facilities
for discharged and sick soldiers and sailors,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani-
mous consent for a reprint of a thousand copies of lhe bill
named, with the report. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

EXROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the
following titles, when the Speaker signed the same:

H.R.T9. An act for the sale of isolated tracts of the public
domain in Minnesota ;

H. R. 1423. An act for the relief of Alexander F. McCollan;

H. R.9865. An act to authorize the saie of ecertain lands to
school district No. 28, of Missoula County, Mont. ;

H. R. 8444. An act for the relief of Ira G. Kilpatrick and Guay
D. Dill; and

H. R. 12194, An act to provide for the award of medals of
honor, distinguished-service medals, and Navy crosses, and for
other purposes.

WAR-RISK INSURBANCE.

Mr. FULLER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak for one minute,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 1llinois asks unanimous
consent for one minute. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, FULLER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, T wisk to call the
attention of Members of the House to a matter that secins. to
me to be of considerable importance and that should receive
early consideration. Much has been said about the alleged
inefficiency of the Bureau of War Risk Insurance., I think
there will be less cause for complaint under the management
of the newly appointed director, who seems to take hold with
a will to accomplish results. However, there is a new branch
of work upon which the bureau is only just about to commence.
That is the branch concerning compensation for death or dis-
ability incurred in the service. I have. introduced a bill to
have that business transferred from the Bureau of War Risk
Insurance to the Bureau of Pensions, where it properly belongs
and where all the facilities, machinery, and organization for
that kind of work already exist. Whether you ecall it com-
pensation or pensions it amounts precisely to the =ame thing.
The same procedure and the same proofs are necessary as in
the establishment of a right to pension under the general law
for disability or death incurred in the service. It would take
years and cost millions of dollars before the Bureau of War
Risk Insurance could be as well organized and as well equipped
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